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ANNUAL TAX INCREMENT FINANCE REPORT 
OFFICE OF ILLINOIS COMPTROLLER JUDY BAAR TOPINKA 

Name of Municipality: Chicago 

County: Cook 

Unit Code: 016/620/30 

:Andrew J. 

Address: City Hall121 N. LaSalle 

Telephone: (312) 744-0025 
E-Mail: TIFReports@cityofchicago.org 

Reporting Fiscal Year: 2011 
Fiscal Year End: 12/ 31 /2011 

Last Name: Mooney 

Title: TIF Administrator 

City: Chicago, IL Zip: 60602 

I attest to the best ot my knowledge, this report of the redevelopment project areas in: 
CityNillage of Chicago is complete and accurate at the end of this reporting 

Fiscal year under the Tax Increment Allocation Redevelopment Act [65 ILCS 5/11-7 4.4-3 et. seq.] 
Or the Industrial Jobs Recovery Law [65 ILCS 5/11-7 4.6-10 et. seq.] 

' ·I$". 1"2.---
Written signature of TIF Administrator/ Date 

' 
Section 1 (651LCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (1.5) and 651LCS 5/11-74.6-22 (d) (1.5)*) 

•..•. ., ; ··< • "· t~J~.~~x··~·) .. , .. · ...... 
Name of Redevelopment Project Area Date Designated Date Terminated 

1 05thNincennes 10/3/2001 12/31/2025 

111 th StreeUKedzie Avenue Business District 9/29/1999 9/29/2022 

119th and Halsted 2/6/2002 12/31/2026 

119th/l-57 11/6/2002 12/31/2026 

126th and Torrence 12/21/1994 12/21/2017 

134th and Avenue K 3/12/2008 12/31/2032 

24th/Michigan 7/21/1999 7/21/2022 

26th and King Drive 1/11/2006 12/31/2030 

35th and Wallace 12/15/1999 12/31/2023 

35th/Halsted 1/14/1997 12/31/2021 

35th/State 1/14/2004 12/31/2028 

40th/State 3/10/2004 12/31/2028 

43rd/Cottage Grove 7/8/1998 12/31/2022 

45th/Western Industrial Park Conservation Area 3/27/2002 12/31/2026 

47th/Ashland 3/27/2002 12/31/2026 

47th/Halsted 5/29/2002 12/31/2026 

47th/King Drive 3/27/2002 12/31/2026 

47th/State 7/21/2004 12/31/2028 

49th StreeUSt. Lawrence Avenue 1/10/1996 12/31/2020 

51sU Archer 5/17/2000 12/31/2024 

53rd Street 1/10/2001 12/31/2025 

60th and Western 5/9/1996 5/9/2019 

*All statutory citations refer to one of two sections of the Illinois Municipal Code: the Tax Increment Allocation Redevelopment Act (65 ILCS 5/11-7 4.4-3 
et. seq.] or the Industrial Jobs Recovery Law [65 ILCS 5/11-74.6-10 et. seq.] 
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Name of Municipality: Chicago 

County:Cook 
Unit Code: 016/620/30 

63rd/Ashland 

63rd/Pulaski 

67th/Cicero 

67th/Wentworth 

69th/Ashland 

71st and Stony Island 

?2nd and Cicero 

73rd and Kedzie 

73rd/University 

79th and Cicero 

79th Street Corridor 

79th Street/Southwest Highway 

79thNincennes 

83rd/Stewart 

87th/Cottage Grove 

89th and State 

95th and Western 

95th Street and Stony Island 

Addison Corridor North 

Addison South 

Archer Courts 

Archer/ Central 

Archer/Western 

Armitage/Pulaski 

Austin/Commercial 

Avalon Park/South Shore 

Avondale 

Belmont/ Central 

Belmont/Cicero 

Bronzeville 

Bryn Mawr/Broadway 

Calumet Avenue/Cermak Road 

Calumet River 

Canal/Congress 

Central West 

Chatham-Ridge 

Chicago/ Kingsbury 

Chicago/Central Park 

ANNUAL TAX INCREMENT FINANCE REPORT 
OFFICE OF ILLINOIS COMPTROLLER JUDY BAAR TOPINKA 

Reporting Fiscal Year: 2011 
Fiscal Year End: 12/31 1:2011 

3/29/2006 12/31/2030 

5/17/2000 12/31/2024 

10/2/2002 12/31/2026 

5/04/2011 12/31/2035 

11/3/2004 12/31/2028 

10/7/1998 10/7/2021 

11/17/1993 11/17/2016 

11/17/1993 11/17/2016 

9/13/2006 12/31/2030 

6/8/2005 12/31/2029 

7/8/1998 7/8/2021 

10/3/2001 12/31/2025 

9/27/2007 12/31/2031 

3/31/2004 12/31/2028 

11/13/2002 12/31/2026 

4/1/1998 4/1/2021 

7/13/1995 7/13/2018 

5/16/1990 12/31/2014 

6/4/1997 6/4/2020 

5/9/2007 12/31/2031 

5/12/1999 12/31/2023 

5/17/2000 12/31/2024 

2/11/2009 12/31/2033 

6/13/2007 . 12/31/2031 

9/27/2007 12/31/2031 

7/31/2002 12/31/2026 

7/29/2009 12/31/2033 

1/12/2000 12/31/2024 

1/12/2000 12/31/2024 

11/4/1998 12/31/2022 

12/11/1996 12/11/2019 

7/29/1998. 7/29/2021 

3/10/2010 12/31/2034 

11/12/1998 12/31/2022 

2/16/2000 12/31/2024 

12/18/1986 12/31/2010 (1) 

4/12/2000 12/31/2024 

2/27/2002 12/31/2026 

Chicago Lakeside Development- Phase 1 (USX) 5/12/2010 12/31/2034 

Cicero/Archer 5/17/2000 12/31/2024 

Clark Street and Ridge Avenue 9/29/1999 9/29/2022 

Clark/Montrose 7/7/1999 7/7/2022 

Commercial Avenue 11/13/2002 12/31/2026 

Devon/Sheridan 3/31/2004 12/31/2028 

(1) This TIF has been terminated; however, the sales tax portion continues to exist for the sole purpose of servicing outstanding 
obligations which may be retired early at which point the sales tax portion will also terminate. 
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ANNUAL TAX INCREMENT FINANCE REPORT 
OFFICE OF ILLINOIS COMPTROLLER JUDY BAAR TOPINKA 

· .•. ,:·.:* 

Name of Municipality: Chicago 

County:Cook 
Unit Code: 016/620/30 

Devon/Western 

Diversey/ Narragansett 

Division/Homan 

Division/North Branch 

Division-Hooker 

Drexel Boulevard 

Eastman/North Branch 

Edgewater/ Ashland 

Elston/Armstrong Industrial Corridor 

Englewood Mall 

Englewood Neighborhood 

Ewing Avenue 

Forty-first Street and Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Drive 

Fullerton/ Milwaukee 

Galewood/Armitage Industrial 

Goose Island 

Greater Southwest Industrial Corridor (East) 

Greater Southwest Industrial Corridor (West) 

Harlem Industrial Park Conservation Area 

Harrison/Central 

Hollywood/Sheridan 

Homan/Grand Trunk 

Homan-Arthington 

Howard-Paulina 

Humboldt Park Commercial 

Irving Park!Eiston 

Irving/Cicero 

Jefferson Park Business District 

Jefferson/ Roosevelt 

Kennedy/Kimball 

Kinzie Industrial Corridor 

Kostner Avenue 

Lake Calumet Area Industrial 

Lakefront 

Lakeside/Clarendon 

LaSalle Central 

Lawrence/ Kedzie 

Lawrence/Broadway 

Lawrence/Pulaski 

Lincoln Avenue 

Lincoln~Belmont-Ashland 

Little Village East 

Little Village Industrial Corridor 

Madden/Wells 

Reporting Fiscal Year: 2011 
Fiscal Year End: 12 /31 /2011 

11/3/1999 12/31/2023 

2/5/2003 12/31/2027 

6/27/2001 12/31/2025 

3/15/1991 3/15/2014 

7/10/1996 7/10/2019 

7/10/2002 12/31/2026 
10/7/1993 10/7/2016 

10/1/2003 12/31/2027 

7/19/2007 12/31/2031 

11/29/1989 11/29/2012 

6/27/2001 12/31/2025 

3/10/2010 12/31/2034 

7/13/1994 7/13/2017 

2/16/2000 12/31/2024 

7/7/1999 7/7/2022 

7/10/1996 7/10/2019 

3/10/1999 12/31/2023 

4/12/2000 12/31/2024 
3/14/2007 12/31/2031 

7/26/2006 12/31/2030 

11/7/2007 12/31/2031 

12/15/1993 12/15/2016 

2/5/1998 2/5/2021 

10/14/1988 12/31/2012 

6/27/2001 12/31/2025 

5/13/2009 12/31/2033 

6/10/1996 12/31/2020 

9/9/1998 9/9/2021 

8/30/2000 12/31/2024 

3/12/2008 12/31/2032 

6/10/1998 6/10/2021 

11/5/2008 12/31/2032 
12/13/2000 12/31/2024 

3/27/2002 12/31/2026 

7/21/2004 12/31/2028 

11/15/2006 12/31/2030 
2/16/2000 12/31/2024 

6/27/2001 12/31/2025 

2/27/2002 12/31/2026 

11/3/1999 12/31/2023 

11/2/1994 11/2/2017 

4/22/2009 12/31/2033 

6/13/2007 12/31/2031 

11/6/2002 12/31/2026 
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ANNUAL TAX INCREMENT FINANCE REPORT 
OFFICE OF ILLINOIS COMPTROLLER JUDY SAAR TOPINKA 

.. ·~". :. 

Name of Municipality: Chicago 

County:Cook 
Unit Code: 016/620/30 

Madison/Austin Corridor 

Michigan/Cermak 

Midway Industrial Corridor 

Midwest 

Montclare 

Montrose/Clarendon 

Near North 

Near South 

Near West 

North Branch (North) 

North Branch (South) 

North Pullman 

North-Cicero 

Northwest Industrial Corridor 

Ogden/Pulaski 

Ohio/Wabash 

Pershing/King 

Peterson/ Cicero 

Peterson/ Pulaski 

Pilsen Industrial Corridor 

Portage Park 

Pratt/Ridge Industrial Park Conservation Area 

Pulaski Corridor 

Randolph and Wells 

Ravenswood Corridor 

Read-Dunning 

River South 

River West 

Roosevelt/Canal 

Roosevelt/Cicero 

Roosevelt/Racine 

Roosevelt/Union 

Roosevelt-Homan 

Roseland/Michigan 

Sanitary Drainage and Ship Canal 

South Chicago 

South Works Industrial 

Stevenson/Brighton 

Stockyards Annex 

Stockyards Industrial Commercial 

Stockyards Southeast Quadrant Industrial 

Stony Island Avenue Commercial and Burnside Industrial Corridors 

Touhy/Western 

Weed/Fremont 

Reporting Fiscal Year: 2011 
Fiscal Year End: 12/31 /2011 

9/29/1999 12/31/2023 

9/13/1989 12/31/2013 

2/16/2000 12/31/2024 

5/17/2000 12/31/2024 

8/30/2000 12/31/2024 

6/30/2010 12/31/2034 
7/30/1997 7/30/2020 

11/28/1990 12/31/2014 

3/23/1989 12/31/2013 

7/2/1997 12/31/2021 

2/5/1998 2/5/2021 

6/30/2009 12/31/2033 

7/30/1997 7/30/2020 

12/2/1998 12/2/2021 

4/9/2008 12/31/2032 

6/7/2000 12/31/2024 

9/5/2007 12/31/2031 

2/16/2000 12/31/2024 
2/16/2000 12/31/2024 

6/10/1998 12/31/2022 

9/9/1998 9/9/2021 

6/23/2004 12/31/2028 

6/9/1999 6/9/2022 

6/9/2010 . 12/31/2034 

3/9/2005 12/31/2029 

1/11/1991 . 12/31/2015 

7/30/1997 7/30/2020 

1/10/2001 12/31/2025 

3/19/1997 12/31/2021 

2/5/1998 2/5/2021 

11/4/1998 12/31/2022 

5/12/1999 5/12/2022 

12/5/1990 12/31/2014 

1/16/2002 12/31/2026 

7/24/1991 7/24/2014 

4/12/2000 12/31/2024 

11/3/1999 12/31/2023 

4/11/2007 12/31/2031 

12/11/1996 12/31/2020 

3/9/1989 12/31/2013 

2/26/1992 2/26/2015 

6/10/1998 6/10/2033 

9/13/2006 12/31/2030 

1/8/2008 12/31/2032 



Name of Municipality: Chicago 

County:Cook 
Unit Code: 016/620/30 

West Grand 

West Irving Park 

West Pullman industrial Park 

West Woodlawn 

Western Avenue North 

Western Avenue Rock Island 

Western Avenue South 

Western/Ogden 

Wilson Yard 

Woodlawn 

ANNUAL TAX INCREMENT FINANCE REPORT 
OFFICE OF ILLINOIS COMPTROLLER JUDY SAAR TOPINKA 

Reporting Fiscal Year: 2011 
Fiscal Year End: 12/31 /2011 

6/10/1996 6/10/2019 

1/12/2000 12/31/2024 

3/11/1998 3/11/2021 

5/12/2010 12/31/2034 
1/12/2000 12/31/2024 

2/8/2006 12/31/2030 

1/12/2000 12/31/2024 

2/5/1998 2/5/2021 

6/27/2001 12/31/2025 ' 

1/20/1999 1/20/2022 



SECTION 2 [Sections 2 through 5 must be completed for each redevelopment project area listed in Section 1.] 

Name of Redevelopment Project Area: Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Project Area 
Primary Use of Redevelopment Project Area*: Combined/Mixed 
If "Combination/Mixed" List Component Types: Commercial/Residential/Industrial 
Under which section of the Illinois Municipal Code was Redevelopment Project Area designated? (check one): 
Tax Increment Allocation Redevelopment Act X Industrial Jobs Recovery Law 

No Yes 

Were there any amendments to the redevelopment plan, the redevelopment project area, or the State 
Sales Tax Boundary? [65 ILCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (1) and 5/11-74.6-22 (d) (1 )] 

X If yes please enclose the amendment labeled Attachment A 
Certification of the Chief Executive Officer of the municipality that the municipality has complied with all of 
the requirements of the Act during the preceding fiscal year. [65 ILCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (3) and 5/11-74.6-
22 {d) (3)] 

X Please enclose the CEO Certification labeled Attachment B 
Opinion of legal counsel that municipality is in compliance with the Act. [65 ILCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (4) and 
5/11-74.6-22 (d) (4)] 

X Please enclose the Legal Counsel Opinion labeled Attachment C 
Were there any activities undertaken in furtherance of the objectives of the redevelopment plan, including 
any project implemented in the preceding fiscal year and a description of the activities undertaken? [65 
ILCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (7) (A and B) and 5/11-74.6-22 (d) {7) (A and B)] 

X If yes please enclose the Activities Statement labeled Attachment D 
Were any agreements entered into by the municipality with regard to the disposition or redevelopment of 
any property within the redevelopment project area or the area within the State Sales Tax Boundary? [65 
ILCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (7) (C) and 5/11-74.6-22 (d) (7) (C)] 

X If yes please enclose the Agreement(s) labeled Attachment E 
Is there additional information on the use of all funds received under this Division and steps taken by the 
municipality to achieve the objectives of the redevelopment plan? [65 ILCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (7) (D) and 
5/11-74.6-22 (d) (7) (D)] 

X If yes please enclose the Additional Information labeled Attachment F 
Did the municipality's TIF advisors or consultants enter into contracts with entities or persons that have 
received or are receiving payments financed by tax increment revenues produced by the same TIF? [65 
ILCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (7) (E) and 5/11-74.6-22 (d) (7) (E)] 
If yes, please enclose the contract(s) or description of the contract(s) labeled Attachment G X 
Were there any reports or meeting minutes submitted to the municipality by the joint review board? [65 
ILCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (7) (F) and 5/11-74.6-22 (d) (7) (F)] 

X If yes please enclose the Joint Review Board Report labeled Attachment H 
Were any obligations issued by municipality? [65 ILCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (8) (A) and 
5/11-74.6-22 (d) (8) (A)] 

X If yes please enclose the Official Statement labeled Attachment I 
Was analysis prepared by a financial advisor or underwriter setting forth the nature and term of obligation 
and projected debt service including required reserves and debt coverage? [65 ILCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (8) 
(B) and 5/11-74.6-22 (d) (8) (B)] 

X lf_y_es, please enclose the Analysis labeled Attachment J 
Cumulatively, have deposits equal or greater than $100,000 been made into the special tax allocation 
fund? 65 ILCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (2) and 5/11-74.6-22 (d) (2) 
If yes, please enclose Audited financial statements of the special tax allocation fund 

X labeled Attachment K 
Cumulatively, have deposits of incremental revenue equal to or greater than $100,000 been made into 
the special tax allocation fund? [65 ILCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (9) and 5/11-74.6-22 (d) (9)] 
If yes, please enclose a certified letter statement reviewing compliance with the Act labeled 

X Attachment L 
lA liSt or all Intergovernmental agreements m enect m t- Y ~011, to WhiCh the mumc1pa11ty 1s a part, and an 
accounting of any money transferred or received by the municipality during that fiscal year pursuant to 
those intergovernmental agreements. [65 ILCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (1 0)] 
If yes, please enclose list only of the intergovernmental agreements labeled Attachment M X 
* Ty12.es mclude: Central Bus1ness D1stnct, Retail, Other Commercial, Industrial, Residential, and Combination/Mixed. 

FY 2011 Section 2 



SECTION 3.1- (651LCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (5) and 651LCS 5/11-74.6-22 (d) (5)) 

Provide an analysis of the special tax allocation fund. 

Fund Balance at Beginning of Reporting Period 

Revenue/Cash Receipts Deposited in Fund During Reporting FY: 

Property Tax Increment 

State Sales Tax Increment 

Local Sales Tax Increment 

State Utility Tax Increment 

Local Utility Tax Increment 

Interest 

Land/Building Sale Proceeds 

Bond Proceeds 

Note Proceeds 

Transfers in from Municipal Sources (Porting in) 

Private Sources 

Miscellaneous Revenue 

Total Amount Deposited in Special Tax Allocation 

Fund During Reporting Period 

Cumulative Total Revenues/Cash Receipts 

Total Expenditures/Cash Disbursements (Carried f01ward from Section 3.2) 

Transfers out to Municipal Sources (Porting out) 

Distribution of Surplus 

Total Expenditures/Disbursements 

NET INCOME/CASH RECEIPTS OVER/(UNDER) CASH DISBURSEMENTS 

FUND BALANCE, END OF REPORTING PERIOD 

Reporting Year I Cumulative * 

I $ 75,197,329 I 

7,197,963 $ 38,665,422 

773,699 

129,651,674 

750,000 

7,500,051 36,813,147 

404,856 

15,876,569 I 

I $ 205,880,243 1 

22,965,9971 

22,965,997 I 

(7,089,428)1 

I$ 68,107,901 1 

- if there is a positive fund balance at the end of the reporting period, you must complete Section 3.3 

%of Total 

19% 

0% 

0% 

0% 

0% 

0% 

0% 

63% 

0% 

18% 

0% 

0% 

100%1 

* Except as set forth in the next sentence, each amount reported on the rows below, if any, is cumulative from the inception of the 
respective Project Area. Cumulative figures for the categories of 'Interest,' 'Land/Building Sale Proceeds' and 'Other' may not be fully 
available for this report due to either of the following: (i) the disposal of certain older records pursuant to the City's records retention 
policy, or (ii) the availability of records only from January 1, 1997 forward. 

FY 2011 TIF Name: Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Project Area 



SECTION 3.2 A- (651LCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (5) and 651LCS 5/11-74.6-22 (d) (5)) 
ITEMIZED LIST OF ALL EXPENDITURES FROM THE SPECIAL TAX ALLOCATION FUND 
(by category of permissible redevelopment cost, amounts expended during reporting period) 

FOR AMOUNTS >$10,000 SECTION 3.2 B MUST BE COMPLETED 

Category of Permissible Redevelopment Cost [65 ILCS 5/11-74.4-3 (q) and 65 ILCS 5/11-74.6-10 (o)] 

1. Costs of studies, administration and professional services-Subsections (q)(1) and (o) (1) 

2. Cost of marketing sites-Subsections (q)(1.6) and (o)(1.6) 

3. Property assembly, demolition, site preparation and environmental site improvement costs. ;; 
Subsection (q)(2), (o)(2) and (o)(3) . 

' 

4. Costs of rehabilitation, reconstruction, repair or remodeling and replacement of existing public ' 
buildings. Subsection (q)(3) and (o)(4) 

5. Costs of construction of public works and improvements. Subsection (q)(4) and (o)(5) ; 

6. Costs of removing contaminants required by environmental laws or rules (o)(6) - Industrial Jobs 
·· .. 

Recovery TIFs ONLY 

; 

Reporting Fiscal Year 
', 

•· 
' 

294,384 ' 

·-•··· .··· 
' ' 

I. -··.·,, .~ '.· ', 

.··.: . ··;.: 
<• < ' • ' ' .. ''· ..... / .> :··· . . ·' 

I ' .. ·. . '.·., ; ... 

'. ·: .. : ; 

$ 294,384 
. ·· ;.·.· .. ': · ... 

·,··<·· '·,, :' 
; 

·' ·' ·• •. .·:· >'' . :;: '. . ·' 0 
... ''·., .. ,' ... ; < 

; ·.•· ...... ; .· '·' 

••• 
'·.• .. ' .··.· 

., : ·'; ·, ; 

$ -
.·· .: 

· .. ,;. .. ·, > .. 
··: ' ., .· ' 

.··. ' 
' ·;' . :;. '. . ;• 

···•··· 
. .... :, 

.. " ' ; ;, ; :. ,'; ···: 
•. i .• ; ·:'< :. · .. ·· ':,' 

.... ·., ·: •' ( 
$ -

.· ,' <' . ,,, ,::.· ' 

:·, '; •'. . . :, ,·' 

982,520 '; 

. '·. ...... 
:.::,. ; .:: ; ' ' ... ·, 

,:, ; ; •·;· 
:: ; :: ··'> ; 

';:. ' ' : .\ ';: ' : 
'k., ' :> ' 

'''· ' ... ·: .·.· ; 

$ 982,520 .. ·: ,' • ... · .. ::.> ,< . :,: 
; .·'··' 

11,895,675 . ; , 'A· :.;:, .. / .: .. .. ': 

·s: •. -· ·•.:···, .. ·: .. :\ • .. < 
,.' .. , ; . : '_, : ··. 

,. ' - :-,>: ; -

; . '·; .... - ·, '., 
~ ... . ' 

; ·,. 
; ' -.. 

$ 11,895,675 
.... 

• I· 
; <' •. f 

'·' I ', : ., 
.. ' 

. ' .·: 
....... 

·_-- '·' -. ,: : 

-·· .:·· 
. ; -< ·--_ .. 
i· ·- .. ·. - -· 

' 
-._._ 

; ; 

$ . -

FY 2011 TIF Name: Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Project Area 



7. Cost of job training and retraining, including "welfare to work" programs Subsection (q)(5), (o)(7) 
and (o)(12) - --... -- I __ . 

'.· 
; .. i · . 

·, ,.· . -. 

I_.·_ 
· ____ .. _ --

. _- ' -: 
- -... · - ; -

. - \-- . 

$ -
8. Financing costs. Subsection (q) (6) and (o)(8) 

··-·- .. 
-.···.-··· , .. 

9,793,418 -
-

.• -··· 
-- .·· • < • • 

• .- . ···. -

- ... - .. •• 
--.··. _-_ - ··. .. .---.··-
,. 

' - ·.: 

$ 9,793,418 
9. Approved capital costs. Subsection (q)(7) and (o)(9) .. ; .·. _: - -· -· •. 

·. 
:. ·-· 

--- -----
' ·._ ·- -· .. · .·_ 

•• i -.-

' -

•• 
-:'> . __ . 

- -- .-- - .-- ,-

·- - - - . ·. 
$ -

1 0. Cost of Reimbursing school districts for their increased costs caused by Tl F assisted housing 
-·- ---. - -· 

.-. 
I projects. Subsection (q)(7.5)- Tax Increment Allocation Redevelopment TIFs ONLY .. : ' : 

-- -
•- . ·-.-.--·--

--- . •-- '-·· 
··--

_.· - -. - . -- ::--. ; 
---

- 0 
... 

---·- ' -- . "-' 
.-. ; •-_:: . ·····-- - -_-

$ -
11. Relocation costs. Subsection (q)(8) and (o)(10) ; 

-. - _-·- ·_.· '; -- -.· 
o' 

·--: - -\ ··- ,-.. _.-.-: 

- - ... 
:- • 

- ·.- ··"' -.- •-. :_ 

... _ .. :- ·-· .. .. :·. : 

.. -.. _·-- ·.·.· -.. -. • .. :: .. ; ·•: 
$ -

12. Payments in lieu of taxes. Subsection (q)(9) and (o)(11) -. - .. -- ; .-_ •::.:-. ; -
.. ·.- ---, - :, ; \ . :. -
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13. Costs of job training, retraining advanced vocational or career education provided by other 

_ .. -·· taxing bodies. Subsection (q)(10) and (o)(12) -·. 

. 

·-· 

; .. 
. . ·· . 

.. -
·.·.: 

" 
; -

.-
-. ;_ 

. 

$ -
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14. Costs of reimbursing private developers for interest expenses incurred on approved :.·· . . .. 

redevelopment projects. Subsection (q)(11)(A0E) and (o)(13)(A-E) ·.· .. .·· . 
.... .·· ·.· .····· . 

. ··· . ., . 
•·· .. . : .··· 

. ·.•. .... . ... : 

. . .. . ..· ., . 
.·· . 

.. . · .. :•. : . 
$ -

15. Costs of construction of new housing units for low income and very low-income households. •· ·< : . 

Subsection (q)(11)(F)- Tax Increment Allocation Redevelopment TIFs ONLY ,: ••• .·, '·. : . :;-: . : :, :. .· .. ':: 
.· : : .. ·: 

. · : ' .. 
', ·•. . ; : .' : .·.·.·. 

: .. · . .. ·.· 
.. .. · ... .. 

: .· : 

$ -
16. Cost of day care services and operational costs of day care centers. Subsection (q) (11.5)- .... . · '.· 

.· ····.· . 
Tax Increment Allocation Redevelopment TIFs ONLY .. · . ... ·, . < ..• 

. ...... · .. 
. . . .... -:.• 

• .. 
·:,: . 

. . · ': ·.·: . 
': .: ·.· 

•, . 
$ -

!TOTAL ITEMIZED EXPENDITURES 22,965,997 I 
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Section 3.2 8 

List all vendors, including other municipal funds, that were paid in excess of $10,000 during the current 
reporting year. 

Name Service Amount 

City Staff Costs Administration $75,138 
World Marketing db/a Mailtech Professional Service $76,009 
Peckham, Guyton, Abers & Viets Professional Service $129,649 
Neigborhood Housing Services Chicago Rehabilitation Program $822,288 
SomerCor 504, Inc. Rehabilitation Program $160,232 
Chicago Board of Education Public Improvement $11 ,895,675 
Wells Fargo Bank Financing $9,793,418 

1 Costs relate directly to the salaries and fringe benefits of employees working solely on tax increment financing districts. 

• This table may include payments for Projects that were undertaken prior to 11/1/1999. 
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SECTION 3.3 -·(651LCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (5) 651LCS 11-74.6-22 (d) (5)) 
Breakdown of the Balance in the Special Tax Allocation Fund At the End of the Reporting Period 

(651LCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (5) (D) and 65 ILCS 5/11-74.6-22 (d) (5) (D)) 

FUND BALANCE, END OF REPORTING PERIOD 

1. Description of Debt Obligations 
Committed for debt service 

Total Amount Committed for Obligations 

2. Description of Project Costs to be Paid 
Committed for future redevelopment ro'ect costs 

Total Amount Committed for Project Costs 

TOTAL AMOUNT COMMITTED 

SURPLUS*/(DEFICIT) 

68,107,901 I 
Amount of Original 

Issuance Amount Committed 

$ 70,125,000 $ 
51,745,000 

121 ,87o,ooo I $ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

10,846,241 

10,846,241 

57,261,660 

57,261,660 

68,107,901 

*NOTE: If a surplus is calculated, the municipality may be required to repay the amount to overlapping taxing 
districts. 
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SECTION 4 [651LCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (6) and 651LCS 5/11-74.6-22 (d) (6)] 

Provide a description of all property purchased by the municipality during the reporting fiscal year within the 
redevelopment project area. 

Property Acquired by the Municipality Within the Redevelopment Project Area 

Property (1): 
Street address: 1008 N. Harding 
Approximate size or description of property: 3,127 square ft. 
Purchase price: N/A 
Seller of property: N/A 

Property (2): 
Street address: 426 N. Springfield Ave 
Approximate size or description of propert}': 3,001 square ft. 
Purchase price: N/A 
Seller of property: N/A 

Pro_l:l_erty_ (3): 
Street address: 3802 - 3804 W. Chicago Ave 
Approximate size or description of property: 6,036 square ft. 
Purchase price: N/A 
Seller of property: N/A 
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SECTION 5- 65ILCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (7) (G) and 651LCS 5/11-74.6-22 (d) (7) (G) 
Please include a brief description of each project. 

Estimated 
Investment for 

Subsequent Fiscal 
See "General Notes" Below. 11/1/99 to Date Year 

TOTAL: 

Private Investment Undertaken $ 4,999,829 $ -
Public Investment Undertaken $ 4,113,041 $ 1,221,036 
Ratio of Private/Public Investment 1 11/51 

Project 1: 
Neighborhood Improvement Fund (NIF) ** Project is Ongoing *** 
Private Investment Undertaken 
Public Investment Undertaken $ 1,866,071 $ 211,310 
Ratio of Private/Public Investment 0 

Project 2: 
Small Business Improvement Fund (SBIF) ** Project is Ongoing *** 
Private Investment Undertaken 
Public Investment Undertaken $ 368,009 $ 377,330 
Ratio of Private/Public Investment 0 

Project 3: 
Rosa Parks Project is Ongoing *** 
Private Investment Undertaken 
Public Investment Undertaken $ 725,000 $ 632,396 
Ratio of Private/Public Investment 0 

Project 4: 
Breakthrough Urban Ministries Project Completed 
Private Investment Undertaken $ 4,999,829 
Public Investment Undertaken $ 1,153,961 
Ratio of Private/Public Investment 4 1/3 

Total Estimated to 
Complete Project 

$ 31,640,560 
$ 7,506,624 

4 20/93 

$ 5,000,000 
$ 2,500,000 

2 

$ 3,000,000 
$ 1,500,000 

2 

$ 23,640,560 
$ 3,506,624 

6 23/31 

0 

** Depending on the particular goals of this type of program, the City may: i) make an advance disbursement of the entire public investment amount to the 
City's program administrator, ii) disburse the amounts through an escrow account, or iii) pay the funds out piecemeal to the program administrator as each 
ultimate grantee's rehabilitation work is approved under the program. 

*** As of the last date of the reporting fiscal year, the construction of this Project was ongoing; the Private Investment Undertaken and Ratio figures for 
this Project will be reported on the Annual Report for the fiscal year in which the construction of the Project is completed and the total Private Investment 
figure is available. 
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General Not!'ls 

(a) Each actual or estimated Public Investment reported here is, to the extent possible, comprised only of payments financed by tax increment revenues. In 
contrast, each actual or estimated Private Investment reported here is, to the extent possible, comprised of payments financed by revenues that are not tax 
increment revenues and, therefore, may include private equity, private lender financing, private grants, other public monies, or other local, state or federal 
grants or loans. 

(b) Each amount reported here under Public Investment Undertaken, Total Estimated to Complete Project, is the maximum amount of payments financed 
by tax increment revenues that could be made pursuant to the corresponding Project's operating documents, but not including interest that may later be 
payable on developer notes, and may not necessarily reflect actual expenditures, if any, as reported in Section 3 herein. The total public investment amount 
ultimately made under each Project will depend upon the future occurrence of various conditions, including interest that may be payable on developer 
notes as set forth in the Project's operating documents. 

(c) Each amount reported here under Public Investment Undertaken, 11/1/1999 to Date, is cumulative from the Date of execution of the corresponding 
Project to the end of the reporting year, and may include interest amounts paid to fmance the Public Investment amount. Projects undertaken prior to 
11/1/1999 are not reported on this table. 

(d) Intergovernmental agreements, if any, are reported on Attachment M hereto. 
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Chicago/Central Park TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

SECTION I -EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

A. Introduction 

City of Chicago 

The City of Chicago ("City") has taken a proactive approach to revitalizing 
neighborhoods that has included the use of Tax Increment Financing ("TIF"). The 
City has established TIF districts to provide a mechanism to induce new private 
investment that would not otherwise occur and to finance needed public 
improvements. 

Since 2001, when the Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Project Area ("Area") 
plan was established, property assessment trends have dramatically increased the 
equalized assessed valuation ("EA V'') of the Area. While there has been some 
private redevelopment investment and public improvements, the primary growth 
of the Area's EAV from the 2001 base year of approximately $84.8 million to the 
most recent valuation in 2009 of approximately $235 million has occurred due to 
application of equalization multipliers. 

The original EA V projected increase of $20 million to $25 million over the 23-year 
period in which the Plan is in place was based, in part, upon an assumption that 
the undeveloped land will be built with new development and that the vacant 
buildings will be improved and increase in assessed value. The original2001 Plan 
budget of $16 million was developed to implement activities designed to encourage 
private investment in the Area. This budget and the previous EAV projections did 
not consider such a significant deviation from historic property assessment trends 
that would lead to such a significant increase in property valuations. 

The City desires to continue work on the major goals of the Plan: revitalize and 
restore existing business and residential areas; assemble tracts of land for new 
private development; accomplish the planned program of public improvements; 
achieve new business in-fill development; and develop vacant portions of 
residential neighborhoods. The City needs to adopt this second revision to the 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Area Plan to adjust the amount of the line 
items for the allowable Redevelopment Costs found on Table 6-1 on Page 6-4. 

As this amendment only represents a change to the estimated redevelopment 
project costs, there are no changes required to the Eligibility Study or Housing 
Impact Study. However, they are attached to this Redevelopment Plan revision 
and incorporated hereto in their entirety in the Appendix. References to the 
Eligibility Study, Housing Impact Study, or the data included in these documents 
that are not amended, are noted in the Redevelopment Plan as originating in these 
documents. Mapping and other documents in the Appendix not amended are 
similarly noted. Exhibit C has changed slightly to reflect a project at the 
intersection of Kedzie and Carroll. 

Additionally, references to the Chicago Departments of Planning and Development 
and Housing remain in the Plan, although the City combined these departments 
into the Chicago Department of Housing and Economic Development in 2011. 
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Chicago/Central Park TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project City of Chicago 

B. Area Location 

The Area is located on the west side of the City, approximately 4 miles west of 
downtown Chicago. A location map is provided on the following page indicating 
the general location of the Area within the City. 

The Area is irregularly shaped and is generally bordered by existing redevelop­
ment areas on each side. A map indicating the location and name of the existing 
adjacent redevelopment areas is provided in the Appendix Attachment Two, 
Exhibit G, Adjacent Tax Increment Financing Redevelopment Areas Map. 

The Area encompasses approximately 678 acres and includes 149 (full and partial) 
city blocks. The boundaries of the Area are generally described as the alley south­
west of Grand Avenue on the north, Kedzie Avenue on the east, Lake Street on the 
south, and Pulaski Road on the west. In addition, a western arm of the Area ex­
tends several blocks west of Pulaski Road along Division Street. A boundary map 
of the Area is provided in the Appendix, Attachment Two, Exhibit A, Boun­
dary Map of TIF Area, and the legal description of the Area is provided in the 
Appendix, Attachment Three, Legal Description. 

C. Existing Conditions 

The core of the Area consists primarily of older residential properties and commer­
cial properties located along Chicago Avenue, Pulaski Road, and Division Street 
(see Appendix, Attachment Two, Exhibit B, Generalized Existing Land Use 
Assessment Map). Zoning classifications in the Area include varying industrial, 
commercial and residential categories as shown on Exhibit D, Existing Zoning 
Map of Attachment Two of the Appendix. 

Many of the structures and site improvements in the Area are in need of repair, as 
documented in the Eligibility Study included as Appendix, Attachment One. 
Lack of widespread public and private investment is evidenced by significant needs 
in the public infrastructure and deterioration of private properties. The Area is 
further characterized by the following conditions for the improved portion of the 
Area: 

the predominance (96%) of structures that are 35 years or older;l 
dilapidation (23% of buildings and 49% of improved parcels); 
obsolescence (10% of buildings); 
deterioration of buildings and site improvements (98% of structures and 
97% of improved parcels); 
illegal use of individual structures (less than 1% of buildings); 

1 This is 46% greater than the statutory requirement. Under the Tax Increment Allocation Redevelopment Act, 
for designation of an area as a Conservation Area, 50% or more of the buildings must be 35 years old or older. 
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Chicago/Central Park TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project City of Chicago 

presence of structures below minimum code standards (23% of build­
ings); 
excessive vacancies (8% of buildings); 
lack of ventilation, light or sanitary facilities (less then 1% of buildings); 
excessive land coverage and overcrowding of structures (47% of parcels); 
inadequate utilities (97% of sub-areas2); 

deleterious land use and layout (95% of sub-areas2); and 
lack of community planning (97% of sub-areas2); 

In addition, many streets contain potholes and cracked surfaces, and sidewalks 
and curbs exhibit cracked and broken sections. The conditions and locations of 
these conditions are further detailed in the Eligibility Study. 

The vacant portion of the Area is characterized by the following conditions: 

obsolete platting (40% of vacant parcels); 
diversity of ownership (56% of vacant parcels); 
tax and special assessment delinquencies (19% of vacant parcels); and 
deterioration of structures in neighboring areas (100% of vacant parcels) 

D. Business & Residential Trends 

During the past several decades, the Area has experienced decline. This is most 
evident from the high number of vacant lots that once were occupied by commer­
cial and residential buildings. The building stock is declining and many structures 
are vacant. The visual character of the Area suffers greatly from vacant store­
fronts and deteriorated buildings, a condition that is especially evident along the 
commercial corridors. In many instances, commercial buildings have been con­
verted to storefront churches or have been vacated. This condition reflects the lack 
of interest in these corridors by the retail commercial market. 

Within the Area, there are conditions that affect the viability of Area businesses. 
These conditions are: 

• poor street and streetscape conditions including deteriorated curbs, side­
walks, street surfaces and other infrastructure; 

• lack of parking; 
• blighted conditions including deteriorated and obsolete buildings; 

In addition, the following conditions impact the viability of Area residential prop­
erties and adjacent residential properties: 

• age and deterioration of the housing stock and secondary structures (garag­
es); 

• overcrowding of residential units in portions of the Area; 
• poor soil conditions that affect the stability of foundations in certain sec­

tions of the Area; 

2 Sub-Area refers to Exhibit E, Sub-Area Key Map, contained in Appendix- Attachment Two 
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Chicago/Central Park TIF 
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• adjacent declining commercial and industrial corridors and incompatible 
land use relationships (isolated industrial and institutional uses within the 
Area); and 

• the presence of trash, debris, and abandoned vehicles in many yards and 
alleys throughout the Area. 

E. Redevelopment Plan Purpose 

TIF is permitted by the Illinois Tax Increment Allocation Redevelopment Act, 65 
ILCS 5/11-74.4-1 et seq., as amended (the "Act"). The Act sets forth the require­
ments and procedures for establishing a redevelopment project area and a redeve­
lopment plan. This Chicago/Central Park Tax Increment Financing Redevelopment 
Plan and Project (hereafter referred to as the "Plan") includes documentation as to 
the qualifications of the Area. The purpose of this Plan is to create a mechanism 
that can mitigate blighting influences, encourage local growth and development, 
and attract new private development to the Area. In doing so, new housing oppor­
tunities, new employment opportunities, and stabilization of existing developed 
areas can occur. This Plan identifies those activities, sources of funds, procedures, 
and various other necessary requirements in order to implement tax increment 
financing pursuant to the Act. 

F. Plan Goals & Actions 

The TIF program will help to address the blighting conditions present in the Area, 
retain, redevelop and expand residential housing opportunities within the Area, 
and retain, rehabilitate and attract new commercial development opportunities. It 
represents an opportunity for the City to implement a program to expand the tax 
base of the Area and its initiatives are designed to arrest the spread of blight and 
decline throughout the Area. Listed below are the general goals for the Area. 
These goals were derived from a combination of sources such as previous planning 
studies prepared for portions of the Area, analyses of specific conditions within the 
Area, community meetings, input by the City's Department of Planning and dis­
cussions with elected officials. 

Plan Goals 

1. Eliminate the blighting conditions that cause the Area to qualify for 
TIF; 

2. Establish a program of planned improvements designed to retain ex­
isting residential uses and promote the Area for new residential de­
velopment. 

3. Design or encourage improvements to revitalize the commercial cor­
ridors of the Area and promote the Area as a place to do business. 

4. Provide for expansion of institutional uses and recreational oppor­
tunities, where appropriate, to better serve Area residents. 

The City proposes to use TIF, as well as other economic development resources, 
when available, to address needs in the Area and induce the investment of private 
capital through various actions. The City recognizes that blighting influences will 
continue to weaken the Area unless the City itself becomes a leader and a partner 
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with the private sector in the revitalization process. Consequently, the City wishes 
to encourage private development activity by using TIF as an implementation tool 
to facilitate the following actions: 

Actions 

Encourage infill residential and commercial projects. 
Encourage rehabilitation of commercial and residential buildings 
through the use of TIF and other redevelopment mechanisms. 
Provide assistance to private developers and property owners to facili­
tate residential and commercial redevelopment projects. 
Market and promote the Area as a place to live and do business. 
Improve the appearance of streetscapes throughout the Area, through 
infrastructure improvements. 
Provide assistance for job training, day care, and other services permit­
ted under the Act. 
Improve public transportation services. 
Improve or upgrade sewer, water and other utility lines. 

G. Redevelopment Plan and Project Costs 

The anticipated activities and associated costs are shown in Table 6-1, Estimated 
Redevelopment Project Costs, included herein. The total estimated costs for 
the activities listed in Table 6-1 are $73,000,000. 

H. Summary & Conclusions 

This Plan summarizes the analyses and findings of the consultant's work, which, 
unless otherwise noted, is the responsibility of PGAV PLANNERS ("Consultant"). 
The City is entitled to rely on the findings and conclusions of this Plan in designat­
ing the Area as a redevelopment project area under the Act. The Consultant has 
prepared this Plan and the related Eligibility Study with the understanding that 
the City would rely: 1) on the findings and conclusions of the Plan and the related 
Eligibility Study3 in proceeding with the designation of the Area and the adoption 
and implementation of the Plan, and 2) on the fact that the Consultant compiled 
the necessary information so that the Plan and the related Eligibility Study will 
comply with the Act. 

The study and survey of the Area indicate that the factors required to qualify the 
Area as a combination Conservation Area and Vacant Blighted Area are present 
and that these factors are present throughout the Area. Therefore, the Area quali­
fies as a redevelopment area under the terms of these definitions in the Act. This 
Plan, and the supporting documentation contained in the Eligibility Study, indi­
cates that the Area on the whole has not been subject to growth and development 
through investment by private enterprise, and would not reasonably be anticipated 
to be developed without the adoption of the Plan. 

3 The Eligibility Study that was a part of the original Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Plan has not been 
Amended and is attached hereto and made a part hereof in its' entirety. 
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SECTION II- AREA LOCATION, LEGAL DESCRIPTION AND 
PROJECT BOUNDARY 

The Area is located four miles west of downtown. The Area contains approximate­
ly 678 acres and consists of 149 (full and partial) blocks and 4,907 tax parcels4• 

The Area is irregularly shaped and is generally bordered by existing redevelop­
ment areas on each side. A map indicating the location and name of the existing 
adjacent redevelopment areas is provided in the Appendix as Attachment Two, 
Exhibit G, Adjacent Tax Increment Financing Redevelopment Areas Map. 

On the north, the Area follows portions of the southern boundaries of the Divi­
sion/Roman and Pulaski Industrial Corridor Redevelopment Areas. This boundary 
generally follows the alley located to the southwest of Grand Avenue. On the east, 
the boundary is the western right-of-way of Kedzie Avenue, which is also the 
boundary for a portion of the Kinzie Industrial Corridor Redevelopment Area. On 
the south, the boundary generally follows two railroad rights-of-way and the 
northern limits of Garfield Park, parts of which serve as the northern boundary of 
the Midwest Redevelopment Area. To the west the boundary generally follows the 
existing boundary of the Northwest Industrial Corridor redevelopment area. 
South of Chicago Avenue this western boundary follows an irregular line that gen­
erally parallels Harding Avenue. North of Chicago Avenue the boundary follows 
the alley west of Pulaski Road. In addition, an arm of the Area extends several 
blocks west of Pulaski Road along Division Street and ends at Kostner Avenue, 
which is the boundary for the Northwest Industrial Corridor Redevelopment Area. 

The boundaries of the Area include only those contiguous parcels of real property 
and improvements substantially benefited by the activities to be undertaken as a 
part of the Plan. Since the boundaries of the Area include approximately 678 acres 
of land, the statutory minimum of 1.5 acres is exceeded. The boundaries of the 
Area are shown on Appendix, Attachment Two, Exhibit A, Boundary Map of 
TIF Area, and the boundaries are described in Appendix, Attachment Three, 
Legal Description. A listing4 of the permanent index numbers and the 2000 
equalized assessed value for all properties in the Area is included in the Appen­
dix, Attachment Four, 2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel. 

As shown on Appendix, Attachment Two, Exhibit A, Boundary Map of TIF 
Area, the boundaries of the Area encompasses many residential properties. 

The commercial corridors that border these residential areas (Chicago Avenue, 
' 

Pulaski Road, and Division Street) once served the workers and residents of the 
Area. However, vacant properties and declining and deleterious commercial and 
institutional uses are present along these corridors. These declining conditions 
have resulted in further disinvestment in the commercial corridors and negatively 
impact the adjacent residential neighborhoods. In general, the decline in the via­
bility of the residential properties of the Area and in adjacent residential areas is 
due in part to proximity to the blight occurring along the commercial corridors. 

4 The Certified 2000 EAV of the Area shows 5,022 tax parcels. As previously noted, the Eligibility Study has not 
been Amended and is attached hereto and made a part hereof in its' entirety. 
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Where possible, institutional uses have been included in the Area. These uses are 
adjacent to the declining areas discussed above, and in some cases also contain 
deteriorating conditions. All properties within the Area will benefit from a pro­
gram that will address the blighted conditions of the Area. 
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SECTION III - STATUTORY BASIS FOR TAX 
INCREMENT FINANCING 

A. Introduction 

City of Chicago 

In January 1977, TIF was made possible by the Illinois General Assembly through 
passage of the Act. The Act provides a means for municipalities, after the approval 
of a redevelopment plan and project, to redevelop blighted, conservation, or indus­
trial park conservation areas and to finance eligible "redevelopment project costs" 
with incremental property tax revenues. "Incremental property tax" or "incremen­
tal property taxes" are derived from the increase in the current equalized assessed 
value ("EA V") of real property within the redevelopment project area, over and 
above the certified initial EA V of such real property. Any increase in EAV is then 
multiplied by the current tax rate, which results in incremental property taxes. A 
decline in current EA V does not result in a negative incremental property tax. 

To finance redevelopment project costs, a municipality may issue obligations se­
cured by incremental property taxes to be generated within the project area. In 
addition, a municipality may pledge towards payment of such obligations any part 
or any combination of the following: 

(a) net revenues of all or part of any redevelopment project; 

(b) taxes levied and collected on any or all property in the municipality; 

(c) the full faith and credit of the municipality; 

(d) a mortgage on part or all of the redevelopment project; or 

(e) any other taxes or anticipated receipts that the municipality may law­
fully pledge. 

TIF does not generate tax revenues by increasing tax rates. It generates revenues 
by allowing the municipality to capture, for a specified period, the new revenues 
produced by the enhanced valuation of properties resulting from the municipality's 
redevelopment program, improvements and activities, various redevelopment 
projects, and the reassessment of properties. This increase or "increment" can be 
used to finance "redevelopment project costs" such as land acquisition, site clear­
ance, building rehabilitation, interest subsidy, construction of public infrastruc­
ture, etc., as permitted by the Act. 

Under the Act, all taxing districts continue to receive property taxes levied on the 
initial valuation of properties within the redevelopment project area. Additionally, 
taxing districts can receive distributions of excess incremental property taxes 
when annual incremental property taxes received exceed principal and interest 
obligations for that year and redevelopment project costs necessary to implement 
the plan have been paid. Taxing districts also benefit from the increased property 
tax base after redevelopment project costs and obligations are paid. 
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As used herein and in the Act, the term "Redevelopment Project" ("Project") means 
any public and private development project in furtherance of the objectives of a 
redevelopment plan. The term "Area" means an area designated by the municipali­
ty, which is not less in the aggregate than 1-1/2 acres and in respect to which the 
municipality has made a finding that there exist conditions which cause the area 
to be classified as an industrial park conservation area a blighted area or a conser­
vation area, or a combination of both blighted area and conservation area. The 
term "Plan" means the comprehensive program of the municipality for develop­
ment or redevelopment intended by the payment of redevelopment project costs to 
reduce or eliminate those conditions, the existence of which qualified the redeve­
lopment project area for utilization of TIF. 

The Illinois General Assembly made various findings in adopting the Act: 

1. That there exists in many municipalities within the State of Illinois (the 
"State") blighted and conservation areas; and 

2. That the eradication of blighted areas and the treatment and improvement 
of conservation areas by redevelopment projects are essential to the public 
interest and welfare. 

These findings were made on the basis that the presence of blight, or conditions 
which lead to blight, are detrimental to the safety, health, welfare and morals of 
the public. 

To ensure that the exercise of these powers is proper and in the public interest, the 
Act specifies certain requirements that must be met before a municipality can pro­
ceed with implementing a redevelopment plan. One of these requirements is that 
the municipality must demonstrate that a redevelopment project area qualifies for 
designation. With certain exceptions, an area must qualify generally either as: 

a blighted area (both "improved" and "vacant" or a combination of both); or 
a conservation area; or 
a combination of both blighted areas and conservation areas within the de­
finitions for each set forth in the Act. 

The Act offers detailed definitions of the blighting factors used to qualify areas. 
These definitions were used as the basis for preparing the Eligibility Study. 

B. The Redevelopment Plan for the Chicago/Central Park Tax Increment 
Financing Redevelopment Project Area. 

This Plan has been formulated in accordance with the provisions of the Act and is 
intended to guide improvements and activities within the Area in order to stimu­
late private investment in the Area. The goal of the City, through implementation 
of this Plan, is that the entire Area be revitalized on a comprehensive and planned 
basis to ensure that private investment in rehabilitation and new development 
occurs in the following manner: 
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1. On a coordinated rather than piecemeal basis to ensure that land use, 
access and circulation, parking, public services and urban design are func­
tionally integrated and meet present-day urban planning principles and 
standards; 

2. On a reasonable, comprehensive and integrated basis to ensure that blight­
ing factors are eliminated; and 

3. Within a reasonable and defined period so that the. Area may contribute 
productively to the economic vitality of the City. 

This Plan sets forth the overall Project which are those public and private activi­
ties to be undertaken to accomplish the City's above-stated goal. During imple­
mentation of the Project, the City may, from time to time: (i) undertake or cause to 
be undertaken public improvements and activities; and (ii) enter into redevelop­
ment agreements with private entities to construct, rehabilitate, renovate or re­
store private improvements on one or several parcels (collectively referred to as 
"Redevelopment Projects"). 

Successful implementation of this Plan requires that the City utilize incremental 
property taxes and other resources in accordance with the Act to stimulate the 
comprehensive and coordinated development of the Area. TIF will be one of the 
tools that will help the Area develop on a comprehensive and coordinated basis, 
thereby reducing or eliminating the conditions that have precluded development of 
the Area by the private sector. The use of incremental property taxes will permit 
the City to direct, implement and coordinate public improvements and activities to 
stimulate private investment within the Area. 
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SECTION IV- REDEVELOPMENT GOALS 
AND ACTIONS 

In preparing portions of this document, the Consultant utilized the West Humboldt 
Park-Chicago Avenue Redevelopment Plan ("Humboldt Plan') dated March 1998, 
as well as the Humboldt Park Land Use Plan as a basis for developing the goals 
and objectives and other information presented herein. Additionally, sources in­
clude input and feed back from community leaders and stakeholders in the com­
munities that are located in the Area. The Humboldt Plan was prepared by the 
City of Chicago, Department of Planning and Development (DPD) under Chapter 
2-124-0lO(d) of the Chicago Municipal Code and adopted in 1998. In this chapter 
of the municipal code, a Redevelopment Plan is defined as a "comprehensive pro­
gram for the clearing or rehabilitation and the physical development of a redeve­
lopment area." A Redevelopment Area is defined in said ordinance as: 

.. . a slum, blighted, deteriorated or deteriorating area in the aggregate 
of not less than two acres located within the territorial limits of the city 
where buildings, improvements or vacant lots are detrimental to the 
public safety, health, morals welfare or economic stability because of 
age, dilapidation, obsolescence, overcrowding, lack of light, ventilation 
or adequate sanitary facilities, inadequate utilities, excessive land cov­
erage, deleterious land use or layout, inadequate or ineffective use, or 
failure to generate a proper share of tax revenues, housing opportuni­
ties or employment commensurate with the capacity of the area, or any 
combination of such factors. 

The recommendations contained in the Humboldt Plan were based on the analysis 
of the Area by DPD staff, comments from the community, and a review of City 
guidelines and other area plans. The Humboldt area generally covers both sides of 
the Chicago Avenue street frontage up to the alley from Kedzie Avenue on the east 
to Pulaski Road on the west. 

The boundaries of the Area as described in the Appendix as Attachment Two, 
Exhibit A, Boundary Map of TIF Area were established after investigation of 
existing conditions, a review of the Humboldt Plan and other adjacent Redevelop­
ment Plans, and input by the City of Chicago, Department of Planning and Devel­
opment, to maximize utilization of development tools created by the Act and its 
ability to address Area problems. 

As a result of these efforts and reviews, the boundaries and various goals and ob­
jectives have been established for the Area as noted in this section. 

A. Goals [or Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Area 

Listed below are the goals for redevelopment of the Area. These goals provide 
overall focus and direction for this Plan as follows: 

9/25/01 
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2. Establish a program of planned improvements designed to retain exist­
ing residential uses and promote the Area for new residential develop­
ment. 

3. Design or encourage improvements to revitalize the commercial corri­
dors of the Area and promote the Area as a place to do business. 

4. Provide for expansion of institutional uses and recreational opportuni­
ties, where appropriate, to better serve Area residents. 

In addition to these goals, several items originally identified during the planning 
process for the development of the Humboldt Plan are included. These goals are 
stated below and reflect a continuation of the process developed during the crea­
tion of the Humboldt Plan: 

To revitalize and restore the physical and economic conditions in this 
once thriving commercial district (with primary attention being focused 
on reviving Chicago Avenue as the principal commercial corridor for the 
Area); 
To repair and replace the infrastructure whenever needed, such as but 
not limited to public utilities and public way improvements; 
To improve the transportation and traffic flow as required. 

B. Redevelopment Actions 

Listed below are the redevelopment actions that will be implemented to meet the 
goals outlined above. Several of these actions were derived from objectives out­
lined in the Humboldt Park Plan. 

1. Encourage infill residential and commercial development. 

• Promote development opportunities on current City-owned· vacant lots 
and any vacant land acquired under this Plan to assemble appropriately 
shaped and sized lots sufficient to meet contemporary development needs 
and standards. 

2. Encourage rehabilitation of commercial and residential buildings through 
the use of TIF and other redevelopment mechanisms. 

• Promote reuse of underutilized commercial and residential buildings and 
preserve and promote use of buildings with historic and architectural 
value where appropriate. 

3. Provide assistance to private developers and property owners to facilitate 
residential and commercial redevelopment projects. 

4. Market and promote the Area as a place to live and do business. 
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• Encourage local businesses, local real estate and housing groups and or­
ganizations, and developers to invest in the Area and promote housing 
opportunities. 

• Promote retail and commercial uses in nodes to create a critical mass of 
uses that will be mutually beneficial to individual businesses. 

5. Improve the appearance of streetscapes throughout the Area. 

• Create a coherent overall urban design that gives deference to the cha­
racter of the community and encourages a streetscape system that sup­
ports commercial and residential redevelopment. Design new buildings 
so they are compatible with the surrounding architectural and neighbor­
hood context. 

6. Provide assistance for job training, day care, and other services permitted 
under the Act. 

• Encourage job training and job readiness programs through projects 
within the Area that focus on Area residents and women-owned and mi­
nority-owned businesses. 

7. Improve public transportation services. 

• Provide for needed public transportation projects and promote develop­
ments that incorporate public transit facilities in their design. 

8. Improve or upgrade sewer, water and other utility lines. 
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SECTION V- BASIS FOR ELIGIBILITY 
OF THE AREA & FINDINGS 

A. Introduction 

City of Chicago 

To designate a redevelopment project area, according to the requirements of the 
Act, a municipality must find that there exist conditions which cause such project 
area to be classified as a blighted area, conservation area, combination of blighted 
and conservation areas, or an industrial park conservation area. The Eligibility 
Study is included as Attachment One of the Appendix provides a comprehen­
sive report documenting all factors required by the Act to make a determination 
that the Area is eligible under the Act. Following the background information pro­
vided below, a summary of the information provided in the Eligibility Study is 
presented. 

B. Area Background Information 

1. Existing Land Use and Zoning5 

A tabulation of the land use within the Area is provided below: 

Table 5-1 
Tabulation of Existing Land Use 

Land Use Land Area Acres % ofNetLand %of Gross 
Area1 Land Area 

Industrial 15 3% 2% 

Commercial 35 8% 5% 

Institutional 40 9% 6% 

Vacant Land 74 17% 11% 

Residential 279 62% 41% 

Park/Playground 4 1% 1% 

Public Right-of-Way 231 N/A 34% 

Total 678 Ac. 100% 100% 
1 Net Land Area does not include public right-of-way. 
Note: Percentage and acreage figures are approximated due to rounding. 

The land uses itemized in Table 5-l show the predominantly residential nature of 
the Area (62% of the net land area is residential). In addition to residential uses, 
the Area is home to numerous commercial uses along Chicago Avenue, Pulaski 
Road, and Division Street. Commercial uses comprise 8% of the net land area. 
Several schools and hospitals are also scattered throughout the Area. These uses 
(identified as Institutional above) comprise 9% of the net land area. A limited 
number of industrial uses, 3% of the net land area, are located in the Area. 

5 Existing land use is presented as of the date of the Eligibility Study and is not necessarily present land use. 
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Parks and Playgrounds comprise approximately 1% of the net land area. Existing 
zoning is shown on Exhibit D, Generalized Existing Zoning Map6 in Attach­
ment Two of the Appendix. 

2. Other Redevelopment Efforts 

Five TIF Redevelopment Areas have been established adjacent to the Area, and a 
portion of a redevelopment area (Humboldt Plan) established under Chapter 2-
124-010(d) of the Chicago Municipal Code exist along the Chicago Avenue corridor. 
The City and the State of Illinois ("State") have designated 64% of the Area as a 
part of Enterprise Zone 5 (see Exhibit F, Empowerment & Enterprise Zones 
Map in Attachment Two of the Appendix). In addition, the City and the U. S. 
Department of Housing and Urban Development have included 59% of the Area in 
the Federal Empowerment Zone Program (see Exhibit F, Empowerment & En­
terprise Zones Map in Attachment Two of the Appendix). 

However, these efforts have not prevented further decline in the Area because the 
majority of these efforts have been directed to revitalize commercial and industrial 
areas and have not been able to address the needs in residential areas. The City is 
developing this Plan and Program in an attempt to promote growth of existing and 
new residential development, as well as to enhance commercial development op­
portunities. 

It is anticipated that, in the future, the Enterprise Zone, Empowerment Zone, and 
other redevelopment efforts in conjunction with the components of this Plan will 
greatly assist in addressing Area problems. 

3. Area Decline 

As indicated in the Eligibility Study contained in the Appendix as Attachment 
One the population of the three neighborhood areas that comprise the Area 
declined during the 2000 census period. This trend has been continuous since 
1960. However, the impact on the number of housing units was even more 
dramatic. From 1960 to 1990 the number of housing units dropped by 15% in 
Humboldt Park, 46% in West Garfield Park, and 58% in East Garfield Park. 
Vacant lots, particularly in the south portion of the Area, West and East Garfield 
Park, are a visible reminder of the housing abandonment that has occurred. 

Demolition of housing units starting in the 1960s has continued through to the 
present time. In the 1980s alone, 14% of available housing units were demolished 
(housing data for the 2000 census was not available at the time the Eligibility 
Study was written). The highest number of lost units is found in the census tracts 
located east of Pulaski Road and north and south of Chicago Avenue. These tracts 
comprise the majority of the Area. 

6 Generalized existing zoning is presented as of the date of the Eligibility Study. 
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While demolition of housing units has continued to the present time, a total of only 
90 building permits were issued between January 1996 and May 2001. Of these 90 
permits, only 20 were for the construction of new buildings (3 commercial build­
ings, 14 residential buildings, and 3 institutional buildings). Of the remaining 70 
permits issued, 12 were for reconstruction of buildings damaged by fire, 6 were for 
improvements to existing institutional uses, and the remaining 52 permits were 
for renovation of existing commercial and residential buildings. 

The permits issued between January 1996 and May 2001 represent an average of 
18 permits per year for the past five years in an Area that contains 4,907 parcels of 
property. When the permits issued for institutional uses and permits issued for 
repairs due to fire are removed from the data set, 72 permits were issued for 4,889 
parcels. This means that only approximately 1.5% of the property in the Area has 
experienced some type of reinvestment in the last five years. 

Historic Equalized Assessed Values (EAV's) for the Area, the rate of growth for the 
City of Chicago, and the Consumer Price Index (CPI) for All Urban Consumers for 
the period between 1995 and 2000 are shown below on Table 5-2 - Equalized As­
sessed Value Trends. Between 1995 and 2000 the City of Chicago EAV in­
creased from $30.4 billion to $40.5 billion. The annual percent change in EAV is 
indicated on Table 5-2 provided below. In 1995, the EAV of the Area was approx­
imately $55.5 million. In 2000, the EAV of the Area was approximately $94.4 mil­
lion. Further, 553 parcels or 11.2% of the properties in the Area are delinquent in 
the payment of 1999 real estate taxes. 

Year Area 
E.A.V. 

Table 5-2 
Equalized Assessed Value Trends 

1995-2000 

Area% City of 

Change Chicago CPI 

Over Pre- %Change %Change 

vious Over Over Pre-

Area 
E.A.V. AreaE.A.V. 

Growth Growth 

Rate Rate Below 

Year Previous vious Yearl 
Below City CPI 

Year 
1995 $55,510,901 - - - NIA NIA 
1996 $54,814,433 -1.3% 1.3% 2.7% Yes Yes 
1997 $66,427' 790 21.2% 8.4% 2.7% No No 
1998 $66,177,987 -0.3% 1.8% 2.0% Yes Yes 
1999 $79,851,985 20.7% 4.2% 2.1% No No 
2000 $94,413,414 18.2% 14.5% 3.2% No No 
1 Consumer Price Index for All Urban Consumers (CPI-U)- Chicago-Gary-Kenosha, IL-IN-WI, Unit­
ed States Bureau of Labor Statistics, January, 2002. 

While there was growth in the EAV of the Area from 1995 to 2000, most of the 
growth was the result of an anomaly in the way the Assessor calculated equaliza­
tion factors in this portion of the City and not the result of increased development 
activity. This is clear from the age of most of the buildings in the Area and the 
lack of building permits for new construction. 

The principal commercial corridors are where most signs of disinvestments are 
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evident. Vacant buildings and vacant lots reflect deteriorating and dilapidated 
conditions that affect the viability of numerous commercial structures. Lack of 
rehabilitation activity along Chicago Avenue, Pulaski Road, and other sections of 
the Area have resulted in numerous commercial buildings being converted into 
storefront churches. The commercial streetscapes of the Area are also deteri­
orated. Sidewalks, curbs and gutters, and street and alley paving are in need of 
repair throughout the Area. 

Residential portions of the Area reflect losses in population, and the housing stock 
shows evidence of physical decline and deferred maintenance. The northern por­
tion of the Area exhibits numerous residential structures that are leaning and that 
exhibit deferred. The southern portion of the Area exhibits the most severe in­
stances of deteriorated housing and contains numerous vacant lots. Throughout 
the Area, secondary structures (primarily garages associated with residential uses) 
are deteriorated, and many residential lots contain junk vehicles, trash and debris. 

Industrial development is limited in the Area. There is only one large-scale indus­
trial use in the Area and several smaller industrial buildings are scattered 
throughout the Area. 

Deteriorated building conditions and vacant land has contributed to long-term 
(more than one year) vacancies in Area buildings. Approximately 10% of the gross 
land area within the Area is vacant, and the presence of approximately 500,000 sq. 
ft. of vacant floor area (in 291 of the 3,622 buildings in the Area add significantly 
to the view that the Area experiences additional evidence of blight and that market 
acceptance of portions of the Area and building stock is not favorable. The vacant 
floor space is generally equally distributed between commercial and residential 
structures in the Area. 

In addition, 1,225 violations were issued on buildings and properties in the Area 
between January 1993 and May 2001 by the City Department of Buildings. Since 
January 1993, approximately 25% of the 4,907 properties in the Area have been 
cited for having some type of code violation by the City Department of Buildings. 

C. Investigation and Analysis of Conservation & Blighting Factors 

The investigation and analysis of the Area indicates that the conditions necessary 
to qualify the Area as a combination Conservation Area and Vacant Blighted Area 
are present. In making this determination of eligibility, it is not required that 
each and every property or building in the Area be blighted or otherwise qualify. 
It is the Area as a whole that must be determined to be eligible. However, the fac­
tors must be reasonably distributed throughout the Area. Vacant land and im­
proved land are subject to separate criteria for qualification as a Blighted Area 
under provision of the Act. In addition, if vacant land is present in the Area, the 
vacant portion of the Area can qualify as a vacant blighted area and the overall 
area can be adopted as a combination of improved conservation area and vacant 
blighted area. 
The Act sets forth 13 separate blighting factors that are to be used to determine if 
an area qualifies as a "conservation area". If a combination of 3 or more is found to 
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exist, the Redevelopment Area can be found to qualify as a "conservation area". In 
addition, a numerical threshold must be met for an area to qualify as a conserva­
tion area; 50% or more of the structures in the area must have an age of 35 years 
or more. For vacant areas to qualify the Act sets forth two sets of criteria that 
'must be met. The Eligibility Study, included as Attachment One in the Ap­
pendix, defines all of the terms and the methodology employed by the Consultant 
in arriving at the conclusions as to eligibility. 

In terms of the condition of the improved portion of the Area, much of the Area is 
in need of redevelopment, rehabilitation, and revitalization and is characterized 
by: 

the predominance (96%) of structures that are 35 years or older;7 
dilapidation (23% of buildings and 49% of improved parcels); 
obsolescence (10% of buildings); 
deterioration of buildings and site improvements (98% of buildings and 
97% of improved parcels); 
illegal use of individual structures (less than 1% buildings); 
presence of structures below minimum code standards (23% of build­
ings); 
excessive vacancies (8% of buildings); 
lack of ventilation, light or sanitary facilities (less than 1% of buildings); 
excessive land coverage and overcrowding of structures ( 4 7% of im­
proved parcels); 
inadequate utilities (97% of sub-areas8); 

deleterious land use and layout (95% of sub-areas8); and 
lack of community planning (97% of sub-areas4) 

The vacant portion of the Area is characterized by the following conditions: 

obsolete platting (40% of vacant parcels); 
diversity of ownership (56% of vacant parcels); 
tax and special assessment delinquencies (19% of vacant parcels); and 
deterioration of structures in neighboring areas (100% of vacant parcels) 

Table 5-3, Conservation Factors Matrix of Improved Area and Table 5-4, 
Blighting Factors Matrix of Vacant Area, provided on the following pages, 
tabulates the conditions of the buildings and vacant land in Area. These tables 
indicate that the factors required to qualify the Area as a combination Conserva­
tion Area and Vacant Blighted Area are present and that these factors are present 
throughout the Area. 

7 This is 46% greater than the statutory requirement. Under the Statute, for designation of an area as a Conser­
vation Area 50% or more ofthe buildings must be 35 years old or older. 

s Sub-Area refers to the Sub-Area key map contained in the Appendix. 
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Buildings 
Number of 35 Years of Total Improved 

SubArea* 
Buildings Age or Parcels Parcels 

More** 

A 49 49 83 79 

AA 94 81 159 130 

B 75 72 89 85 

BB 95 93 158 111 

c 88 88 90 90 

cc 49 48 74 60 

D 39 39 45 40 

DD 65 61 111 84 

E 85 80 102 92 

EE 52 49 101 66 

F 143 135 164 154 

FF 16 12 64 42 

G 135 133 165 140 

GG 26 25 58 33 

H 144 142 160 147 

HH 71 71 123 88 

I 103 103 111 106 

II 90 89 136 101 

J 80 80 84 81 

01/21/11 

Dilapidation 

Bid ... Parcels 

7 39 

11 37 

21 31 

24 50 

28 52 

9 26 

12 20 

19 35 

35 53 

19 27 

42 76 

5 9 

48 91 

1 15 

42 92 

21 45 

11 56 

26 57 

10 38 

Table 5-3 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Project Area 

Conservation Factors Matrix of Improved Area 
-

Buildingsllmproved Parcels With Site Improvements Exhibiting Factors 

Excessive 
Presence of Lack of 

Land Illegal Use 
Structures Ventilation 

Deterioration Obsoles- of 
Below Min. 

Excessive 
Light or 

Coverage and 
cence Individual Vacancy Overcrowd-

Code Sanitary 
Structures 

Standards Facilities 
ingof 

Structures 

Bldgs. Parcels Bldgs. Bid••· Bldgs. Bldgs. Bldgs. Parcels 

45 76 41 0 10 8 3 41 

90 130 3 0 11 7 0 51 

66 80 14 0 22 10 1 39 

90 111 3 0 24 7 0 56 

88 89 3 0 29 4 0 30 

48 56 3 0 9 8 2 13 

35 40 7 1 12 4 2 19 

64 82 1 0 20 6 1 22 

85 92 15 0 36 8 1 42 

52 66 9 0 19 10 1 30 

143 146 10 0 43 5 0 95 

10 21 5 1 6 2 1 2 

133 136 3 0 46 14 0 54 

26 27 0 0 1 2 0 13 

144 147 8 0 42 9 0 106 

71 88 7 0 21 4 0 25 

103 106 0 0 13 1 0 57 

89 91 9 0 34 14 0 13 

59 68 0 0 10 0 0 24 

Sub Areas Exhibiting Factors 

Inadequate 
Deleterious Environ- Lack of 

LnndUseand mental Community 
Utilities 

Layout Clean-up Planning 

~ ~ ~ 

~ ~ ~ 

~ ., ~ 

~ ~ ~ 

~ ~ ., 
., ~ ~ 

~ ~ ~ 

~ ~ ., 
~ ~ ~ 

~ ~ ~ 

~ ~ ~ 

., ., ., 
~ . ., ~ 

~ ., ~ 

., ., ~ 

~ ~ ., 
~ ~ ~ 

• ~ ~ 

., ., 

City of Chicago 

Declining 
Total 

SubArea 
Number of 

or Sub--par Has3 or 
AreaEAV 

Blighting 
More 

Factors 
Growth Factors 

Present"'"""" 

10 Yes 

11 Yes 

10 Yes 

9 Yes 

9 Yes 

10 Yes 

11 Yes 

10 Yes 

10 Yee 

NO 10 Yes 

9 Yes 

11 Yes 

9 Yes 

8 Yeo 

9 Yes 

9 Yes 

8 Yes 

9 Yes 

6 Yes 
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Buildings 
Number of 35 Years of Total Improved 

SubArea• 
Buildings Age or Parcels Parcels 

More** 

JJ 103 101 147 110 

K 82 77 104 96 

KK 88 88 169 101 

L 142 136 168 153 

M 134 128 157 144 

N 147 140 177 153 

0 148 148 163 149 

p 156 154 181 161 

Q 135 133 168 144 

R 5 2 9 9 

s 94 84 173 101 

T 113 112 152 124 

u 90 83 122 96 

v 125 116 152 135 

w 130 130 161 138 

X 122 118 164 132 

y 157 141 204 170 

z 152 120 263 173 

Total Bldgs .• 
Parcels. Sub-

Areas 3622 3461 4901 4018 

E:ibiting 

% Total Bldgs., 
Parcels, Sub-

Arens 100% 96% 100% 82% 

Exhibiting 
Factor~ 

01/21/11 

Dilapidation 

Bldgs. Parcels 

18 69 

18 37 

38 53 

18 71 

38 67 

25 64 

43 90 

48 110 

36 75 

0 0 

16 29 

14 38 

12 34 

16 64 

16 73 

14 65 

19 82 

50 98 

828 1958 

23% 49% 

Table 5-3 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Project Area 

Conservation Factors Matrix of Improved Area 
Buildingslhnproved Parcels With Site Improvements Exhibiting Factors 

Presence of Lnckof 
Excessive 

Illegal Use Land 
Structures Ventilation 

Deterioration 
Obsoles- of 

Below Min. 
Excessive 

Light or 
Coverage and 
Overcrowd-cence Individual 

Code 
Vacancy 

Sanitary 
Structures ingof 

Standards Facilities 
Structures 

Bldgs. Parcels B1dgs. Bldgs. B1d1ZS. Bld~s. Bldgs. Parcels 

101 108 14 0 18 10 0 88 

81 91 12 0 17 9 0 26 

87 93 6 0 38 8 2 66 

142 153 18 0 17 10 4 84 

133 140 24 0 38 14 0 88 

147 162 26 0 26 5 0 88 

148 149 12 2 43 13 0 74 

155 159 0 0 48 12 1 24 

135 143 9 0 38 4 0 23 

2 3 2 0 0 1 1 3 

94 100 11 0 16 10 6 56 

113 124 19 0 14 16 0 78 

87 91 11 0 12 7 0 62 

124 131 3 0 16 9 0 92 

129 139 13 0 16 14 0 62 

122 131 12 0 14 12 0 64 

157 168 21 0 21 11 4 109 

148 167 0 0 60 3 0 50 

3548 3894 364 4 850 291 30 1869 

98% 97% 10% Less Then 1% 23% 8% Less Then 1% 47% 

Sub Areru:~ Exhibiting Factors 

Inadequate 
Deleterious Environ- Lack of 

LandUsennd mental 
Utilities 

Community 
Layout Clean-up Planning 

., ., ., 

., ., ., 
., ., 

., ., ., 

., ., ., 

., ., ., 

., ., ., 

., ., ., 

., ., ., 

., 

., ., ., 

., ., ., 

., ., ., 

., ., ., 

., ., ., 

., ., ., 

., ., ., 

., ., ., 

36 35 0 36 

Not 
97% 95% 

Present 
97% 

City of Chicago 

Declining 
Total 

SubArea 
Number of 

or Sub-par Has3 or 
AreaEAV 

Blighting 
More 

Factors 
Growth Factors 

Present*** 

9 Yes 

9 Ye• 

9 Yes 

10 Ye• 

9 Yes 

9 Yes 

10 Yes 

9 Yes 

9 Yes 

NO 

6 Yes 

10 Yes 

9 Yes 

9 Yes 

9 Yes 

9 Yes 

9 Yes 

10 Yes 

8 Yes 

Not Present 11 Yes 

Not Present 
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Table 5-4 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Project Area 

Blighting Factors Matrix of Vacant Area 

Vacant Land Factors (2 or More) Vacant Land Factors (I or More) 

• Va~t I I I T=& 

Sub Area I Parcels Obsolete Diversity or Special 
Assess-

Platting Ownership 
ment 

Dclinq. 

A 

AA 29 14 

B 

BB 47 11 35 11 

c 

cc 14 

D 

DD 27 13 

E 10 

EE 35 12 33 

F 10 

FF 22 11 16 

G 25 

GG 26 21 

H 13 

HH 35 19 22 

II 35 13 28 

JJ 37 28 15 11 

K 

KK 58 27 52 20 

L 14 

M 14 10 

01/21/11 

I Det.Of 
Struct.In 

Neigh. 
Arens 

29 

47 

14 

27 

10 

35 

10 

22 

25 

25 

13 

35 

35 

37 

68 

14 

14 

Environ. 
Clean-Up 

Parcels 
Containing 2 

Declining orl Or More 
Sub-par Factors 

EAVGrowth 

16 

8 
10 

-
4 

-
14 

-
5 

-
34 

-
4 

-
16 

NO f--
12 

-
21 

-
9 

-
26 

-
3 

-
28 

-
0 

-
30 

-
8 

-
52 

-
9 

-
10 

Unused 
Quarry or 

Mine 

0 

0 

0 

Unused 
Railyard or 
Railroad R. 

o.w. 

0 

0 

0 

Chronic I Illegal 
Flooding Disposal Site 

0 0 

0 .o 

0 0 

Villag:e or 
Town 
Center 

Blighted/ I Parcels 
Improved Containing 1 
Area Prior Or More 

To Factors 
Becoming 

Vacant 

City of Chicago 
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Page 5-8 



Chicago/Central Park TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

Table 5-4 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Project Area 

Blighting Factors Matrix of Vacant Area 

Vncnnt Land Factors (2 or More) V ncnnt Land Factors (1 or More) 

Parcels 
Tax& 

Sub Area* I Vacant I I I Special 
Det.O£ 

Declining or 
Containing 2 

Unused 
Unused 

Viltagcor 
Parcels Obsolete Diversity of Struct.ln Environ. Or More Rn.ilyard or Chronic Illegal 

Platting Ownership 
ABscss-

Neigh. Clean-Up 
Sub-par Factors Quarry or 

Railroad R. F1ooding Disposal Site 
Town 

ment EAVGrowth Mine Center 
Delinq. Arens o.w. 

N 24 4 7 2 24 0 11 

0 14 6 6 2 14 

p 22 9 8 2 22 I 0 I I 14 

Q 24 22 16 7 24 I 0 I I 22 

-
R 

-
s 72 9 44 13 72 0 I 50 

T 28 5 18 6 28 0 NO 

~ u 26 15 21 7 26 0 3 

v 17 7 6 2 17 I 0 I ~ w 23 10 8 7 23 I 0 I 5 

X 22 7 9 7 22 I 0 I ~ y 34 11 13 6 34 I 0 I 6 

z 90 43 67 11 90 I 0 I I 68 

Total 

I I I Parcels 
885 357 495 171 885 0 0 628 

Exhibiting 

~ 
~;,Total 

Blighted/ I Parcels 
Improved Containing 1 
Area Prior Or More 

To Factors 

Becoming 
Vacant 

Parcels I 
Exhibiting 

100% I 40% I 56% I 19% I 100% I Not Present I Not Present I 71% I I Not ~sent I Not Present I Not Present I Not Present l Not Present I Not Present I 0% 

Factors 

01/21111 

City of Chicago 
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D. Summary o[Findings 

City of Chicago 

It was determined in the investigation and analysis of blighting factors that the 
Area qualifies as both a conservation area and a vacant blighted area. The Plan 
includes measures designed to reduce or eliminate the deficiencies that cause the 
Area to qualify as a redevelopment area, and an area consistent with the strategy 
of the City for revitalizing other redevelopment project areas. 

The factors noted in the Eligibility Study and summarized above are reasonably 
distributed throughout the Area. Building code violations, delinquent taxes, demo­
lished housing units, deteriorated conditions, vacant buildings, and vacant lots, 
are evidence that the Area on the whole has not been subject to growth and devel­
opment through investment by private enterprise and is not reasonably antic­
ipated to be developed without the adoption of this Plan. Age and the require­
ments of contemporary commercial tenants have caused portions of the Area and 
its building stock to become obsolete and may result in further disinvestment in 
the Area. The loss of businesses from this Area, mirroring the experience of other 
large urban centers, further documents the trend line and deteriorating conditions 
of the neighborhood. 

Abandonment of various properties, demolition of housing units, and acquisition 
by the City under the tax reactivation program of numerous parcels, are further 
evidence of declining conditions in the Area, lack of private investment, and little 
interest in the Area by the private market. There is in excess of 500,000 square 
feet of vacant floor space (generally equally distributed between commercial and 
residential structures) and over 7 4 acres of vacant land throughout the Area. 
Many of these properties have been available for several years, with little interest 
being expressed by private sector businesses. 

The City and State have designated significant portions of the Area as a State of 
Illinois Enterprise Zone and a Federal Empowerment Zone. These designations, 
along with the urban renewal and adjacent redevelopment areas, are· in response 
to the deteriorating conditions in the area, recognition of the significant needs of 
the Area, and realization that financial incentives are required to attract private 
investment. 

The summary tables contained on the following pages highlight the factors found 
to exist in the Area that cause the Area to qualify. The summaries provided in this 
section were based upon data assembled by the Consultant. The conclusions pre­
sented in this report are those of the Consultant (see full text of the Eligibility 
Study in Attachment One of the Appendix). 

The conclusion of the Consultant is that the number, degree, and distribution of 
eligibility factors as documented in this report warrant the designation of the im­
proved portion of the Area as a conservation area and the vacant portion of the 
Area as a blighted area as set forth in the Act. Although it may be concluded that 
the mere presence of the stated eligibility factors noted herein may be sufficient to 
make a finding of qualification as a conservation area, this evaluation was made 
on the basis that the factors must be present to an extent that would lead reasona­
ble persons to conclude that public intervention is appropriate or necessary. Se-

9/25/01 
Revised January 21, 2011 
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condly, the distribution of conservation area eligibility factors throughout the Area 
must be reasonable so that a sound area is not arbitrarily qualified simply because 
of proximity to an area that exhibits blighting factors. 

Therefore, it is the conclusion of the Consultant that the improved portion of the 
Area qualifies as a conservation area, and the vacant portion of the Area qualifies 
as a blighted area to be designated as a redevelopment project area and eligible for 
Tax Increment Financing under the Act. The local governing body should review 
this report and, if satisfied with the summary of findings contained herein, adopt a 
resolution making a finding of a conservation area for the improved portion of the 
Area and a finding of a blighted area for the vacant portion of the Area, and mak­
ing this report a part of the public record. 

A. Conservation Area Statutory Factors 

1 
2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 
11 

12 
13 
Notes: 

1 

2 

3 

9/25/01 

FACTORI EXISTING IN 

AREA2 

Age3 96% of bldgs. 
exceed 35 years 

of ag-e. 

Dilapidation Minor Extent 

Obsolescence Minor Extent 

Deterioration Major Extent 

Illegal use of individual structures Minor Extent 

Presence of structures below minimum code stan- Minor Extent 
dards 

Excessive vacancies Minor Extent 

Lack of ventilation, light or sanitary facilities Minor Extent 

Inadequate utilities Major Extent 

Excessive land coverage Minor Extent 

Deleterious land use or layout Major Extent 

Environmental clean-up Not Present 

Lack of Community Planning Major Extent 

Declining or sub-par E.A.V. growth Not Present 

Only three factors are required by the Act for eligibility. Eleven factors are 
present in the Area. 
Factors found to exist on more then 50% of the structures or sub-areas in the Area 
were identified as being found to a major extent. Factors found to exist on less 
then 50% of the structures or sub-areas in the Area were identified as being found 
to a minor extent. Four factors were found to exist to a major extent, seven were 
found to exist to a minor extent. 
Age, although not a blighting factor for designation, is a threshold that must be 
met before an Area can qualify as a Conservation Area. 

Revised January 21, 2011 
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B. Blighted Area Statutory Factors 

FACTOR 

1 Two or more of the following factors: 
i .. Obsolete platting (Present on 40% of Vacant Parcels) 
ii. Diversity of ownership (Present on 56% of Vacant 

Parcels) 
iii. Tax and assessment delinquencies (Present on 19% 

of Vacant Parcels) 
iv. Deterioration of Structures in Neighboring Areas 

(Present on 100% of Vacant Parcels) 
v. Environmental Remediation (Not Present) 
vi. Declining or Sub-Par E.A.V. Growth (Not Present) 

Or 

2 Area immediately prior to becoming vacant qualified as 
a blighted improved area; 

Or 

3 Area consists of unused quarry or quarries; 
Or 

4 Area consists of unused rail yards, rail tracks or rail-
road right-of-way; 

Or 

5 Area prior to designation is subject to chronic flooding 
caused by improvements; 

Or 

6 Area consists of unused disposal site containing earth, 
stone, building debris, etc.; 

Or 

7 Area is not less than 50 nor more than 100 acres and 
75% is vacant; 

Note: 

City of Chicago 

EXISTING IN VACANT/ 

UNIMPROVED PORTION 

OF AREA 

YES 

Not Applicable 

Not Applicable 

Not Applicable 

Not Applicable 

Not Applicable 

Not Applicable 

Area qualifies per statutory requirements. Only one factor is required by the Act. 

9/25/01 
Revised January 21, 2011 
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A. Introduction 

SECTION VI- REDEVELOPMENT PLAN 
AND PROJECT 

This section presents the Plan and Project for the Area. Pursuant to the Act, when 
the finding is made that an area qualifies as a conservation, blighted, combination 
of conservation and blighted areas, or industrial park conservation area, a redeve­
lopment plan must be prepared. A redevelopment plan is defined in the Act at 
65 ILCS 5/11-74.4-3 (n) as: 

the comprehensive program of the municipality for development or redeve­
lopment intended by the payment of redevelopment project costs to reduce or 
eliminate those conditions the existence of which qualified the redevelop­
ment project area as a "blighted area" or "conservation area" or combination 
thereof or "industrial park conservation area", and thereby to enhance the 
tax bases of the taxing districts which extend into the redevelopment project 
area. 

B. Generalized Land Use Plan 

The generalized land use plan for the Area is presented on Exhibit C, Genera­
lized Land Use Plan included as Attachment Two of the Appendix. 

The generalized land use plan for the Area will be in effect upon adoption of this 
Plan. This land use plan is a generalized plan in that it states land use categories 
and alternative land uses that apply to each block in the Area. Existing land uses 
that are not consistent with these categories may be permitted to remain. Howev­
er, TIF assistance will only be provided for those properties in conformity with this 
generalized land use plan. 

The Area is anticipated to be redeveloped as a mix of residential neighborhoods 
and adjacent commercial corridors. Sites for a wide range of land uses, including 
limited industrial, open space, and public and institutional uses are also included. 
The various land uses are arranged and located to minimize conflicts between 
neighboring land use activities. The intent of this redevelopment program is also 
to enhance and support the existing, viable commercial businesses and residential 
uses in the Area through providing opportunities for financial assistance for ex­
pansion and growth where appropriate. 

The generalized land use plan is focused on maintaining and enhancing sound and 
viable existing businesses and promoting new business development and residen­
tial development at selected locations. The generalized land use plan designates 
six (6) land use categories within the Area as follows: 

1. Residential 
11. Mixed (Residential/Commercial/Institutional) 
111. Mixed (Industrial/Commercial/Institutional) 
IV. Institutional 

9/25/01 PGAV PLANNERS 
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v. Park Space 
v1. Transportation 

These six categories, and their location on Exhibit C, Generalized Land Use 
Plan, included in Attachment Two of the Appendix were developed from sever­
al factors: existing land use, the existing underlying zoning district, and the land 
use anticipated in the future. For the purposes of this report, several sub-areas 
are identified below. The purpose of discussing these sub-areas is an attempt to 
reflect the predominant existing land uses that are present in these areas and the 
homogeneous nature of the uses in these areas. However, for specific locations 
within the Area reference should be made to Exhibit C. 

Division Street, Pulaski Road, Lake Street, and Chicago Avenue 

Along the main corridors of the Area, commercial and widely scattered 
ground floor residential uses currently exist. Underlying zoning designa­
tions along these corridors are generally commercial or business in nature. 
The Generalized Land Use Plan calls for continued commercial and resi­
dential uses along these main corridors and allows for the inclusion of insti­
tutional uses where appropriate. 

Residential Neighborhoods 

Residential uses are proposed to be the dominant land use in much of the 
Area. The Generalized Land Use Plan ·indicates that the property in the 
residential neighborhoods that make up the majority of the Area should 
continue to be used for residential purposes. In-fill construction of residen­
tial uses, and rehabilitation of existing residential structures, are antic­
ipated to be the major activities in these areas. Existing institutional uses 
such as schools, hospitals, fire houses, etc. are anticipated to remain. 

It is not the intent of the Generalized Land Use Plan to eliminate non-conforming 
existing uses. The intent is to prohibit the expansion of certain uses where inap­
propriate, promote changes in use where appropriate, and allow the various sub­
area's to remain intact so that defined commercial corridors, industrial districts 
and residential neighborhoods can be maintained. Existing non-conforming uses 
may remain until such time that they are no longer viable for their current use as 
determined under other City ordinances governing non-conforming uses or become 
redeveloped in a manner consistent with this Plan. 

C. Redevelopment Projects 

To achieve the objectives proposed in the Plan, a number of projects and activities 
will need to be undertaken. An essential element of the Plan is a combination of 
private projects, as well as public projects and infrastructure improvements. All 
redevelopment project activities will be subject to the provisions of the City's or­
dinances and applicable codes, as may be in existence and may be amended from 
time-to-time. Projects and activities necessary to implement the Plan may include 
the following: 

9/25/01 
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1. Private Redevelopment Projects: 

City of Chicago 

Rehabilitation of existing properties including adaptive reuse of certain exist­
ing buildings built for one use but proposed for another use. New construction 
or reconstruction of private buildings at various locations as permitted by the 
Plan. 

2. Public Redevelopment Projects: 

Public projects and support activities will be used to induce and complement 
private investment. These may include, but are not limited to: street im­
provements, building rehabilitation; land assembly and site preparation; 
street work; transportation improvement programs and facilities; public utili­
ties (water, sanitary and storm sewer facilities); environmental clean-up; park 
improvements; school improvements; landscaping; traffic signalization; pro­
motional and improvement programs; signage and lighting, as well as other 
programs as may be provided by the City and permitted by the Act. 

The estimated costs associated with the eligible public redevelopment projects 
are presented in Table 6-1, Estimated Redevelopment Project Costs 
shown on the following page. These projects are necessary to address the 
needs of the Area identified in this Plan. This estimate includes reasonable or 
necessary costs incurred or estimated to be incurred in the implementation of 
this Plan. A description of eligible redevelopment project costs pursuant to 
the Act is contained in Section VII of this Plan. 

The City proposes to achieve its redevelopment goals and objectives for the 
Area through the use of public financing techniques including, but not limited 
to, TIF. The City also reserves the right to undertake additional activities and 
improvements authorized under the Act. 

3. Property Assembly: 

Property acquisition and land assembly by the private sector in accordance 
with this Plan will be encouraged by the City. Additionally, the City may en­
courage the preservation of buildings that are structurally sound and compat­
ible with this Plan for redevelopment of the Area. 

To meet the goals and objectives of this Plan, the City may acquire and as­
semble property throughout the Area. Land assemblage by the City may be by 
purchase, exchange, donation, lease, eminent domain, or through the Tax 
Reactivation Program, and may be for the purpose of; (a) sale, lease or con­
veyance to private developers; or (b) sale, lease, conveyance or dedication for 
the construction of public improvements or facilities. Furthermore, the City 
may require written redevelopment agreements with developers before acquir­
ing any properties. As appropriate, the City may devote acquired property to 
temporary uses until such property is scheduled for disposition and redeve­
lopment. 

9/25/01 
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9/25/01 

TABLE 6-1 
Estimated Redevelopment Project Costs 

Eligible Expense 

1. Analysis, Administration, Studies, Surveys, Legal, 
Marketing, etc. 

2. Property Assembly including Acquisition, 
Site Prep and Demolition, Environmental Remediation 

3. Rehabilitation of Existing Buildings, 
Fixtures and Leasehold Improvements, 
Affordable Housing Construction and 
Rehabilitation Costs 

4. Public Works & Improvements, including 
streets and utilities, parks and open space, public 
facilities (schools & other public facilities) 1 

5. Relocation Costs 

6. Job Training, Retraining, Welfare-to-Work 

7. Day Care Services 

8. Interest Subsidy 

Total Redevelopment Costsz,a 

Estimated Costs 

$ 2,000,000 

$ 5,500,000 

$ 10,000,000 

$ 50,665,000 

$ 635,000 

$ 1,300,000 

$ 1,300,000 

$ 1,600,000 

$ 73,000,0004 

1This category may also include paying for or reimbursing (i) an elementary, secondary or unit school 
district's increased costs attributed to assisted housing units, and (ii) capital costs of taxing districts im­
pacted by the redevelopment of the Project Area. As permitted by the Act, to the extent the City by writ­
ten agreement accepts and approves the same, the City may pay, or reimburse all, or a portion of a tax­
ing district's capital costs resulting from a redevelopment project necessarily incurred or to be incurred 
within a taxing district in furtherance of the objectives of this Plan. 

2Total Redevelopment Project Costs exclude any additional financing costs, including any interest ex­
pense, capitalized interest and costs associated with optional redemptions. These costs are subject to 
prevailing market conditions and are in addition to Total Redevelopment Project Costs. 

3The amount of the Total Redevelopment Project Costs that can be incurred in the Project Area will be 
reduced by the amount of redevelopment project costs incurred in contiguous redevelopment project 
areas, or those separated from the Project Area only by a public right-of-way, that are permitted under 
the Act to be paid, and are paid, from incremental property taxes generated in the Project Area, but will 
not be reduced by the amount of redevelopment project costs incurred in the Project Area which are paid 
from incremental property taxes generated in contiguous redevelopment project areas or those separated 
from the Project Area only by a public right-of-way. 

4All costs are in 2010 dollars and may be increased by five percent (5%) after adjusting for inflation re­
flected in the Consumer Price Index (CPI) for All Urban Consumers for All Items for the Chicago-Gary­
Kenosha, IL-IN-WI_ CMSA as published by the U.S. Department of Labor, or some similar index. 

Additional funding from other sources such as federal, state, county, or local grant funds may be utilized 
to supplement the City's ability to finance Redevelopment Project Costs identified above. 

Revised January 21, 2011 
PGAV PLANNERS 

Page 6-4 



Chicago/Central Park TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project City of Chicago 

In connection with the City exercising its power to acquire real property, in­
cluding the exercise of the power of eminent domain, under the Act in im­
plementing the Plan, the City will follow its customary procedures of having 
each such acquisition recommended by the Community Development Com­
mission (or successor commission) and authorized by the City Council of the 
City. Acquisition of such real property as may be authorized by the City 
Council does not constitute a change in the nature of this Redevelopment 
Plan. 

The West Humboldt Park-Chicago Avenue Redevelopment Area established 
City authority to acquire and assemble property (See Appendix, Attach­
ment Five, Housing Impact Study9, Exhibit H-1, Units That May Be 
Removed and Exhibit H-2, West Humboldt Underlying Acquisition 
Map for properties identified for acquisition in the West Humboldt Park­
Chicago Avenue Redevelopment Area). Such acquisition and assembly un­
der the authority is consistent with this Plan. Nothing in this Plan shall be 
deemed to limit or adversely affect the authority of the City under the 
Humboldt Park Redevelopment Area plan to acquire and assemble proper­
ty. Accordingly, incremental property taxes from the Area may be used to 
fund the acquisition and assembly of property by the City under the author­
ity of the West Humboldt Park-Chicago Avenue Redevelopment Area. 

The City may demolish improvements, remove and grade soils, and prepare 
sites with soils and materials suitable for new construction. Acquisition, 
clearance, and demolition will, to the greatest extent possible, be timed to 
coincide with redevelopment activities so that tax-producing redevelopment 
closely follows site clearance. 

The City may: (a) acquire any historic structure (whether a designated City 
or State landmark or on, or eligible for, nomination to the National Register 
of Historic Places); (b) demolish any non-historic feature of such structure; 
and (c) incorporate any historic structure or historic feature into a develop­
ment on the subject property or adjoining property. However, no historic 
buildings were identified within the Area at this time. 

Relocation assistance may be provided in order to facilitate redevelopment 
of portions of the Area, and to meet the other City objectives. Businesses or 
households legally occupying properties to be acquired by the City may be 
provided with relocation advisory and/or financial assistance as determined 
by the City. The Housing Impact Study7, included as Appendix, At­
tachment Five contains further details with respect to location and num­
ber of residential units that may require relocation and the relocation plan 
for any residents displaced as a result of this Plan. 

9 The Housing Impact Study that was a part of the original Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Plan has not 
been Amended and is attached hereto and made a part hereof in its' entirety. 
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In the event that the implementation of the Plan results in the removal of 
residential housing units in the Project Area occupied by low-income 
households or very low-income households, or the displacement of low­
income households or very low-income households from such residential 
housing units, such households shall be provided affordable housing and re­
location assistance not less than that which would be provided under the 
federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Poli­
cies Act of 1970 and the regulations thereunder, including the eligibility cri­
teria. Affordable housing may be either existing or newly constructed hous­
ing. The City shall make a good faith effort to ensure that this affordable 
housing is located in or near the Project Area. 

As used in the above paragraph "low-income households", "very low-income 
households" and "affordable housing" shall have the meanings as set forth 
in Section 3 of the Illinois Affordable Housing Act, 310 ILCS 64/3. As of the 
date of this Plan, these statutory terms are defined as follows: (i) "low­
income household" means a single person, family or unrelated persons liv­
ing together whose adjusted income is more than 50 percent but less than 
80 percent of the median income of the area of residence, adjusted for fami­
ly size, as such adjusted income and median income are determined from 
time to time by the United States Department of Housing and Urban De­
velopment ("HUD") for purposes of Section 8 of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937; (ii) "very low-income household" means a single person, family 
or unrelated persons living together whose adjusted income is not more 
than 50 percent of the median income of the area of residence, adjusted for 
family size, as determined by HUD; and (iii) "affordable housing" means 
residential housing that, so long as the same is occupied by low-income 
households or very low-income households, requires payment of monthly 
housing costs, including utilities other than telephone, of no more than 30 
percent of the maximum allowable income for such households, as applica­
ble. 

As set forth in the Act, if the redevelopment plan for a redevelopment 
project area would result in the displacement of residents from 10 or more 
inhabited residential units, or if the redevelopment project area contains 75 
or more inhabited residential units and a municipality is unable to certify 
that no displacement will occur, the municipality must prepare a housing 
impact study and incorporate the study in the redevelopment project plan. 

The Area contains 4,622 inhabited residential units. The Plan provides for 
the development or redevelopment of several portions of the Area that may 
contain occupied residential units. As a result, it is possible that by imple­
mentation of this Plan, the displacement of residents from 10 or more inha­
bited residential units could occur. 

The results of the housing impact study section are described in a separate 
report which presents certain factual information required by the Act. The 
report, prepared by the Consultant, is entitled The Chicago/Central Park 
Tax Increment Financing Redevelopment Plan and Project Housing 
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Impact Study and is attached as Appendix, Attachment Five of this 
Plan. 

D. Assessment of Financial Impact on Taxing Districts 

The Act requires an assessment of any financial impact of the Area on, or any in­
creased demand for services from, any taxing district affected by the Plan and a de­
scription of any program to address such financial impacts or increased demand. 
The City intends to monitor development in the Area and, with the cooperation of 
the other affected taxing districts, will attempt to ensure that any increased needs 
are addressed in connection with any particular development. 

The following taxing districts presently levy taxes against all properties located 
within the Area: 

9/25/01 

Cook County. The County has principal responsibility for the protection of 
persons and property, the provision of public health services, and the main­
tenance of County highways. 

Cook County Forest Preserve District. The Forest Preserve District is re­
sponsible for acquisition, restoration and management of lands for the pur­
pose of protecting and preserving open space in the City and County for the 
education, pleasure, and recreation of the public. 

Metropolitan Water Reclamation District of Greater Chicago. This district 
provides the main trunk lines for the collection of wastewater from cities, 
villages, and towns, and for the treatment and disposal thereof. 

Chicago Community College District 508. This district is a unit of the State 
of Illinois' system of public community colleges, whose objective is to meet 
the educational needs of residents of the City and other students seeking 
higher education programs and services. 

Board of Education of the City of Chicago. General responsibilities of the 
Board of Education include the provision, maintenance, and operations of 
educational facilities and the provision of educational services for kinder­
garten through twelfth grade. Morse School, Ryerson School, Ward School, 
and Westinghouse and Flower High Schools are located within the Area. 
These schools are identified on Exhibit A, Boundary Map of TIF Area 
included in Attachment Two of the Appendix. 

Chicago Park District. The Park District is responsible for the provision, 
maintenance and operation of park and recreational facilities throughout 
the City and for the provision of recreation programs. Frederick Harding 
Park, Linden Park, Bolling Park, St. Louis Park, Central Park and Kells 
Park are located in the Area. Exhibit A, Boundary Map of TIF Area in­
cluded in Attachment Two of the Appendix. 
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City of Chicago. The City is responsible for the provision of a wide range of 
municipal services, including: police and fire protection; capital improve­
ments and maintenance; water supply and distribution; sanitation service; 
building, housing and zoning codes, etc. 

City of Chicago Library Fund. There are no public libraries located within 
the boundaries of the Area. 

The City finds that the financial impact of the Plan and the Area on the taxing 
districts listed above is not significant. The replacement of vacant and underuti­
lized properties with new development may cause some increased demand for ser­
vices and/or capital improvements provided by the Metropolitan Water Reclama­
tion District (l\1WRD), and fire and police protection, as well as sanitary collection, 
recycling, etc. by the City. It is expected that any increase in demand for sanitary 
and storm sewage facilities can be adequately handled by existing treatment facili­
ties of the MWRD. Likewise, facilities of the City of Chicago are adequate to han­
dle any increased demands that may occur. 

The major goals of this Plan are to: (i) revitalize and restore existing business and 
residential areas; (ii) assemble tracts of land for new private development; (iii) ac­
complish the planned program of public improvements; (iv) achieve new business 
in-fill development where possible; and (v) develop vacant portions of residential 
neighborhoods that have lost residential units in the recent past. In addition, the 
needs identified herein that cause the Area to qualify for TIF under the Act are to 
be addressed. This will not result in a need for new facilities or expanded services 
from area taxing bodies given that the vacant land currently present in the Area 
was once occupied by structures that generated property taxes but have since had 
structures demolished. In some cases these properties have been removed from 
the tax rolls because the City under various City programs acquired them. In addi­
tion, the costs presented in Table 6-1, include costs for capital improvements asso­
ciated with taxing district facilities located within the Area. TIF funds may be used 
to improve the taxing district facilities listed previously. 

· The Area represents a very small portion (0.2%) of the total tax base of the City. 
According to the Eligibility Study, the EAV of the Area has grown at a rate below 
that of the remainder of the City of Chicago and CPI in two of the last four years, 
as previously noted. Hence, the taxing bodies will benefit from a program designed 
to stabilize the tax base in the Area, check the declining tax revenues that are the 
result of deteriorated conditions in the Area, and attract new growth and develop­
ment in the future. 

It is expected that benefits from new public and private investment in the Area 
will result in spillover of new development and investment in property, and there­
fore increased property values in adjoining neighborhoods of the community. The 
potential for the realization of this trend is borne out by data that was compiled by 
the Illinois Department of Revenue (DOR). In a report from December 10, 1997, 
the DOR notes that EAV grows at a faster rate (6. 7%) in areas outside of TIF 
boundaries, in communities where TIFs have been created, than it does in com­
munities that have not created TIFs, where the E.A.V. grew by only 3.5%. There-
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fore, DOR's research suggests that establishment of the Area and Plan is likely to 
also have this spillover effect and will generate additional tax revenue for the City 
and other local taxing bodies from investment outside its borders. 

E. Prior Efforts 

A description has been previously given regarding prior plans, studies and activi­
ties initiated by the City and others designed to guide the revitalization of the 
Area. Each of these prior efforts involved area residents, elected officials, busi­
nesses, and other neighborhood groups. Meetings held in the Area have elicited 
comments and input from those residing in or doing business in the Area. 

Each of the efforts outlined previously have documented the need for continued 
and broader efforts to address the very significant needs of the Area. The commu­
nity leaders and businesses point to the need for expanded concerted efforts to: 
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Eliminate the blighting factors; 
Redevelop abandoned sites; 
Improve transportation services, including provision of centralized park­
ing areas, incorporation of vehicular traffic, safety measures, and via­
duct improvements; 
Initiate employment training programs so as to better prepare the labor 
force in the Area for employment opportunities; 
Undertake physical improvements to improve the appearance, image, 
and marketability of the Area; and 
Encourage other proposals that can create long-term economic life and 
stability. 

Revised January 21, 2011 
PGAV PLANNERS 

Page 6-9 



Chicago/Central Park TIF City of Chicago 

THISPAGEINTENTIONALLYLEFTBLANK 



Chicago/Central Park TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project City of Chicago 

SECTION VII- STATUTORY COMPLIANCE AND 
IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY 

A. Implementation Strategy 

The development and follow-through of an implementation strategy is an essential 
element in achieving the success of this Plan. In order to maximize program effi­
ciency and to take advantage of current developer interest in the Area, and with 
full consideration of available funds, a phased implementation strategy will be 
employed. 

The City may enter into agreements with public entities or private developers, 
where deemed appropriate by the City, to facilitate public or private projects. The 
City may also contract with others to accomplish certain public projects and activi­
ties as contained in this Plan. 

Costs that may be incurred by the City in implementing this Plan may include, 
without limitation, project costs and expenses that may be eligible under the Act, 
as amended from time to time, including those costs that are necessary and related 
or incidental to those listed below as currently permitted by the Act. 

The various redevelopment expenditures that are eligible for payment or reim­
bursement under the Act are reviewed below. A list of estimated redevelopment 
project costs that are deemed to be necessary to implement this Plan were pre­
viously provided in Section 6, Table 6-1, Estimate Redevelopment Project 
Costs. 

In the event the Act is amended after the date of the approval of this Plan by the 
City Council of the City of Chicago to (a) include new eligible redevelopment 
project costs, or (b) expand the scope or increase the amount of existing eligible 
redevelopment project costs (such as, for example, by increasing the amount of 
incurred interest costs that may be paid under 65 ILCS 5/11-74.4-3(q)(ll)), this 
Plan shall be deemed to incorporate such additional, expanded or increased eligible 
costs as Redevelopment Project Costs under the· Plan, to the extent permitted by 
the Act. In the event of such amendment(s) to the Act, the City may add any new 
eligible redevelopment project costs as a line item in Table 6.1- Estimated Re­
development Project Costs or otherwise adjust the line items in Table 6.1 
without amendment to this Plan, to the extent permitted by the Act. In no in­
stance, however, shall such additions or adjustments result in any increase in the 
total Redevelopment Project Costs without a further amendment to this Plan. 

1. Eligible Redevelopment Costs 

Redevelopment project costs include the sum total of all reasonable or neces­
sary costs incurred, estimated to be incurred, or incidental to this Plan pur­
suant to the Act. Such costs may include, without limitation, the following: 

a) Costs of studies, surveys, development of plans and specifications, imple­
mentation and administration of the Plan, including but not limited to, staff 
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and professional service costs for architectural, engineering, legal, financial, 
planning, or other services (excluding lobbying expenses), provided that no 
charges for professional services are based on a percentage of the tax in­
crement collected; 

b) Costs of marketing sites within the Area to prospective businesses, develop­
ers, and investors; 

c) Property assembly costs, including but not limited to, acquisition of land 
and other property, real or personal, or rights or interests therein, demoli­
tion of buildings, site preparation, site improvements that serve as an engi­
neered barrier addressing ground level or below ground environmental con­
tamination, including, but not limited to, parking lots and other concrete or 
asphalt barriers, and the clearing and grading of land; 

d) Costs of rehabilitation, reconstruction, or repair or remodeling of existing 
public or private buildings, fixtures, and leasehold improvements; the costs 
of replacing an existing public building if pursuant to the implementation of 
a redevelopment project the existing public building is to be demolished to 
use the site for private investment or devoted to a different use requiring 
private investment; including any direct or indirect costs relating to Green 
Globes or LEED certified construction elements or construction elements 
with an equivalent certification. 

e) Costs of the construction of public works or improvements, including any 
direct or indirect costs relating to Green Globes or LEED certified construc­
tion elements or construction elements with an equivalent certification, ex­
cept that on and after November 1, 1999, redevelopment project costs shall 
not include the cost of constructing a new municipal public building princi­
pally used to provide offices, storage space, or conference facilities or vehicle 
storage, maintenance, or repair for administrative, public safety, or public 
works personnel and that is not intended to replace an existing public 
building as provided in Section 74.4-3(q) ofthe Act unless either 

(i) The construction of the new municipal building implements a 
redevelopment project that was included in a redevelopment 
plan that was adopted by the municipality prior to November 
1, 1999 or 

(ii) The municipality makes a reasonable determination in the 
redevelopment plan, supported by information that provides 
the basis for that determination, that the new municipal 
building is required to meet an increase in the need for public 
safety purposes anticipated to result from the implementa­
tion of the redevelopment plan; 

f) Costs of job training and retraining projects, including the costs of "welfare 
to work" programs implemented by businesses located within the Area and 
such proposals feature a community-based training program which ensures 
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maximum reasonable opportunities for residents of the Humboldt Park, 
West Garfield Park, and East Garfield Park Community Areas with partic­
ular attention to the needs of those residents who have previously expe­
rienced inadequate employment opportunities and development of job­
related skills including residents of public and other subsidized housing and 
people with disabilities; 

g) Financing costs, including but not limited to, all necessary and incidental 
expenses related to the issuance of obligations and which may include pay­
ment of interest on any obligations issued hereunder, including interest ac­
cruing during the estimated period of construction of any redevelopment 
project for which such obligations are issued and for not exceeding thirty-six 
(36) months following completion and including reasonable reserves related 
thereto. · 

h) To the extent the City, by written agreement, accepts and approves the 
same, all or a portion of a taxing district's capital costs resulting from the 
redevelopment project necessarily incurred or to be incurred (consistent 
with statutory requirements) within the taxing district in furtherance of the 
objectives of the Plan and Project. 

i) Relocation costs, to the extent that the City determines that relocation costs 
shall be paid or is required to make payment of relocation costs by federal 
or state law or by Section 74.4-3(n)(7) of the Act (see "Relocation" section); 

j) Payments in lieu of taxes, as defined in the Act; 

k) Costs of job training, retraining, advanced vocational education or career 
education, including but not limited to, courses in occupational, semi­
technical or technical fields leading directly to employment, incurred by one 
or more taxing districts, provided that such costs: (i) are related to the es­
tablishment and maintenance of additional job training, advanced voca­
tional education or career education programs for persons employed or to be 
employed by employers located in the Area; (ii) when incurred by a taxing 
district or taxing districts other than the City, are set forth in a written 
agreement by or among the City and the taxing district or taxing districts, 
which agreement describes the program to be undertaken, including but not 
limited to, the number of employees to be trained, a description of the train­
ing and services to be provided, the number and type of positions available 
or to be available, itemized costs of the program and sources of funds to pay 
for the same, and the term of the agreement. Such costs include, specifical­
ly, the payment by community college districts of costs pursuant to the Pub­
lic Community College Act 110 ILCS 805/3-37, 805/3-38, 805/3-40 and 
8051/3-40.1 and by school districts of costs pursuant to 105 ILCS 5/10-
22.20a and 5/10-23.3a; 

l) Interest costs incurred by a redeveloper related to the construction, renova­
tion, or rehabilitation of a redevelopment project provided that: 

(i) such costs are to be paid directly from the special tax allocation 
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fund established pursuant to the Act; 

(ii) such payments in any one year may not exceed 30% of the annual 
interest costs incurred by the redeveloper with regard to the redeve­
lopment project during that year; 

(iii) if there are not sufficient funds available in the special tax alloca­
tion fund to make the payment pursuant to this provision then the 
amounts so due shall accrue and be payable when sufficient funds 
are available in the special tax allocation fund; 

(iv) the total of such interest payments paid pursuant to the Act may 
not exceed 30% of the total: (i) cost paid or incurred by the redeve­
loper for the redevelopment project plus (ii) redevelopment project 
costs excluding any property assembly costs and any relocation 
costs incurred by the City pursuant to the Act; and 

(v) The 30% interest cost limitation may be increased to up to 75% of 
the interest cost incurred by a redeveloper for the financing of re­
habilitated or new housing for low-income households and very low­
income households, as defined in Section 3 of the Illinois Affordable 
Housing Act. 

m) Unless explicitly provided in the Act, the cost of construction of new pri­
vately-owned buildings shall not be an eligible redevelopment project cost; 

n) An elementary, secondary, or unit school district's increased costs attribut­
able to assisted housing units will be reimbursed as provided in the Act; 

o) Up to 50% of the cost of construction, renovation and/or rehabilitation of all 
low- and very low-income housing units (for ownership or rental) as defined 
in Section 3 of the Illinois Affordable Housing Act. If the units are part of a 
residential redevelopment project that includes units not affordable to low­
and very low-income households, only the low- and very low-income units 
shall be eligible for this benefit under the Act; 

p) The cost of daycare services for children of employees from low-income 
families working for businesses located within the Area and all or a portion 
of the cost of operation of day care centers established by Area businesses to 
serve employees from low-income families working in businesses located in 
the Area. For the purposes of this paragraph, "low-income families" means 
families whose annual income does not exceed 80% of the City, county or 
regional median income as determined from time to time by the United 
States Department of Housing and Urban Development. 
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If a special service area has been established pursuant to the Special Ser­
vice Area Tax Act, 35 ILCS 235/0.01 et seq., then any tax increment reve­
nues derived from the tax imposed pursuant to the Special Service Area 
Tax Act may be used within the Area for the purposes permitted by the 
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Special Service Area Tax Act as well as the purposes permitted by the Act; 

B. Most Recent Equalized Assessed Valuation 

The purpose of identifying the most recent EA V of the Area is to provide an estimate 
of the initial EAV which the Cook County Clerk will certify for the purpose of an­
nually calculating the incremental EAV and incremental property taxes of the Area. 
The 2000 EAV. of all taxable parcels in the Area is approximately $94.4 million. 

This total EAV amount by PIN, is summarized in, 2000 Estimated E.A.V. by Tax 
Parcel included as Attachment Four in the Appendix. The EA V is subject to 
verification by the Cook County Clerk. Mter verification, the final figure shall be 
certified by the Cook County Clerk, and shall become the Certified Initial EA V from 
which all incremental property taxes in the Redevelopment Project Area will be cal­
culated by Cook County. 

C. Redevelopment Valuation 

Contingent on the adoption of this Plan, it is anticipated that several major private 
developments and/or improvements may occur within the Area. 

The private redevelopment investment and anticipated growth that will result 
from redevelopment and rehab activity in this Area was expected to increase the 
2000 EAV by approximately $20 million to $25 million over the 23-year period in 
which the Plan is in place. This estimate was based, in part, upon an assumption 
that the undeveloped land will be built with new development and that the vacant 
buildings will be improved and increase in assessed value. These actions were ex­
pected to stabilize values in the remainder of the Area and further stimulate rehab 
and expansion of existing viable businesses. 

In 2001, the EAV of the Area decreased to approximately $84.8 million, which is 
used as the base year for the TIF district. Due primarily to dramatically rising 
assessments and equalization multipliers, the 2003 EAV for the Area was approx­
imately $115.9 million; exceeding the original projection of $20 million to $25 mil­
lion. The 2009 EAV of approximately $235 million represents a growth of approx­
imately $150.2 million: in EAV, but again, primarily due to assessment increases 
and not new development in the Area. Provided the EAV assessment trend con­
tinues, the overall growth of the 2000 EA V is expected to add approximately $230 
million to $250 million in EA V growth. If new development activity can be gener­
ated on top of the assessment trend, this projection could increase dramatically. 

D. Sources o[Funds 

Funds necessary to pay for Redevelopment Project Costs and secure municipal 
obligations issued for such costs are to be derived primarily from Incremental 
Property Taxes. Other sources of funds which may be used to pay for Redevelop­
ment Project Costs or secure municipal obligations are land disposition proceeds, 
state and federal grants, investment income, private financing and other legally 
permissible funds the City may deem appropriate. The City may incur redevelop­
ment project costs which are paid for from funds of the City other than incremental 

9/25/01 
Revised January 21, 2011 

PGAV PLANNERS 
Page 7-5 



Chicago/Central Park TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project City of Chicago 

taxes, and the City may then be reimbursed from such costs from incremental tax­
es. Also, the City may permit the utilization of guarantees, deposits and other 
forms of security made available by private sector developers. Additionally, the 
City may utilize revenues, other than State sales tax increment revenues, received 
under the Act from one redevelopment project area for eligible costs in another 
redevelopment project area that is either contiguous to, or is separated only by a 
public right-of-way from, the redevelopment project area from which revenue is 
received. 

The Area is presently contiguous to five Redevelopment Project Areas: 

the Pulaski Industrial Corridor Redevelopment Project Area; 
the Northwest Industrial Corridor Redevelopment Project Area; 
the Midwest Redevelopment Area; 
the Kinzie Industrial Corridor Redevelopment Area; and 
the Division/Roman Redevelopment Area. 

The Area is currently, and may in the future, be contiguous to, or be separated 
only by a public right-of-way from, other redevelopment project areas created un­
der the Act. The City may utilize net incremental property taxes received from the 
Area to pay eligible Redevelopment Project Costs, or obligations issued to pay such 
costs, in other contiguous redevelopment project areas, or those separated only by 
a public right-of-way, and vice versa. The amount of revenue from the Area, made 
available to support such contiguous redevelopment project areas, or those sepa­
rated only by a public right-of-way, when added to all amounts used to pay eligible 
Redevelopment Project Costs within the Area, shall not at any time exceed the 
total Redevelopment Project Costs described in this Plan. 

The Area may become contiguous to, or be separated only by a public-right-of-way 
from, redevelopment project areas created under the Industrial Jobs Recovery Law 
(65 ILCS 5/11-74.61-1, et seq.). If the City finds that the goals, objectives, and fi­
nancial success of such contiguous redevelopment project areas, or those separated 
only by a public right-of-way, are interdependent with those of the Area, the City 
may determine that it is in the best interests of the City and in furtherance of the 
purposes of the Plan that net revenues from the Area be made available to support 
any such redevelopment project areas, and vice versa. The City therefore proposes 
to utilize net incremental revenues received from the Area to pay eligible Redeve­
lopment Project Costs (which are eligible under the Industrial Jobs Recovery Law 
referred to above) in any such areas, and vice versa. Such revenues may be trans­
ferred or loaned between the Area and such areas. The amount of revenue from the 
Area so made available, when added to all amounts used to pay eligible Redevelop­
ment Project Costs within the Area or other areas as described in the preceding pa­
ragraph, shall not at any time exceed the total Redevelopment Project Costs de­
scribed in Table 6-1 of this Plan. 
E. Nature and Term of Obligation and Completion o[the 

Redevelopment Plan 

The City may issue obligations secured by Incremental Property Taxes pursuant to 
Section 11-74.4-7 of the Act. To enhance the security of a municipal obligation, the 
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City may pledge its full faith and credit through the issuance of general obligations 
bonds. Additionally, the City may provide other legally permissible credit en­
hancements to any obligations issued pursuant to the Act. 

The redevelopment project shall be completed, and all obligations issued to finance 
redevelopment costs shall be retired, no late than December 31 of the year in 
which the payment to the City treasurer as provided in the Act is to be made with 
respect to ad valorem taxes levied in the twenty-third calendar year following the 
year in which the ordinance approving the Area is adopted (i.e., assuming City 
Council approval of the Area and Plan in February 2002, by February 2025). Also 
the final maturity date of any such obligations which are issued may not be later 
than 20 years from their respective dates of issue. One or more series of obliga­
tions may be sold at one or more times in order to implement this Plan. Obliga­
tions may be issued on a parity or subordinated basis. 

In addition to paying Redevelopment Project Costs, Incremental Property Taxes 
may be used for the scheduled retirement of obligations, mandatory or optional 
redemptions, establishment of debt service reserves and bond sinking funds. To 
the extent that Incremental Property Taxes are not needed for these purposes, and 
are not otherwise required, pledged, earmarked or otherwise designated for the 
payment of Redevelopment Project Costs, any excess Incremental Property Taxes 
shall then become available for distribution annually to taxing districts having 
jurisdiction over the Area in the manner provided by the Act. 

F. Commitment To Fair Employment Practices and Affirmative Action 
Plan 

The City is committed to and will affirmatively implement the following principles 
with respect to this Plan: 

1. The assurance of equal opportunity in all personnel and employment ac­
tions with respect to the Redevelopment Project, including but not limited . 
to hiring, training, transfer, promotion, disciplin~, fringe benefits, salary, 
employment working conditions, termination, etc., without regard to race, 
color, religion, sex, age, disability, national origin, ancestry, sexual orienta­
tion, martial status, parental status, military discharge status, source of in­
come, or housing status. 

2. Redevelopers must meet City of Chicago standards for participation of 24 
percent Minority Business Enterprises and 4 percent Woman Business En­
terprises and the City Resident Construction Worker Employment Re­
quirement as required in redevelopment agreements. 

3. This commitment to affirmative action and nondiscrimination will ensure 
that all members of the protected groups are sought out to compete for all 
job openings and promotional opportunities. 

9/25/01 PGAV PLANNERS 
Revised January 21, 2011 Page 7-7 



-

Chicago/Central Park TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project City of Chicago 

4. Redevelopers will meet City standards for any applicable prevailing wage 
rate as ascertained by the Illinois Department of Labor to all project em­
ployees. 

The City shall have the right in its sole discretion to exempt certain small busi­
nesses, residential property owners and developers from the above. 

G. Amending the Redevelopment Plan 

This Plan may be amended in accordance with the provisions of the Act. 

H. Conformity of the Plan for the Area To Land Uses Approved by the 
Planning Commission of the City 

This Plan and the Project described herein include the generalized land uses set 
forth on the Generalized Land Use Plan, as approved by the Chicago Plan Com­
mission prior to the adoption of the Plan by the City of Chicago. 

I. City Policies 

1. The City may incur redevelopment project costs which are paid for from funds 
of the City other than incremental taxes and the City may then be reimbursed 
for such costs from incremental taxes. 

2. The City requires that developers who receive TIF assistance for market rate 
housing set aside 20% of the units to meet affordability criteria established by 
the City's Department of Housing and Economic Development. Generally, this 
means the affordable for-sale units should be priced at a level that is afforda­
ble to persons earning no more than 120% of the area median income, and af­
fordable rental units should be affordable to persons earning no more than 
80% of the area median income. 

3. The City may enter into redevelopment agreements or intergovernmental 
agreements with private entities or public entities to construct, rehabilitate, re­
novate or restore private or public improvements on one or several parcels (col­
lectively referred to as "Redevelopment Projects"). 

4. The City will pursue their overall goal of employment of residents within and 
surrounding the Area in jobs in the Area and in adjacent redevelopment 
project areas. In this regard, the following objectives are established to meet 
the goals of the Plan and Project: 
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1. Establish job readiness and job training programs to provide residents 
within and surrounding the Area with the skills necessary to secure en­
try level and permanent jobs in the Area and in adjoining Areas. 

n. Secure commitments from employers in the Area and adjacent Areas to 
interview graduates of the Area's job readiness and job training pro­
grams. 
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The above includes taking appropriate actions to work with Area employers, local 
community organizations, and residents to provide job readiness and job training 
programs that meet employers hiring needs. 
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Eligibility Study 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Area TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

I. Introduction 

City of Chicago 

PGAV Urban. Consulting (the "Consultant") has been retained by the City of Chicago 
(the "City'') to prepare a Tax Increment Redevelopment Plan for the proposed rede­
velopment project area known as the Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Area 
(the "Area"). Prior to preparation of the Redevelopment Plan, the Consultant under­
took various surveys and investigations of the Area to determine whether the Area 
qualifies for designation as a tax increment financing district, pursuant to the Illi­
nois Tax Increment Allocation Redevelopment Act, 65 ILCS 5/11-74.4-1 et seq., as 
amended ("the Act"). 

This report summarizes the analyses and findings of the Consultant's work, which is 
the responsibility of the Consultant. This assignment is the responsibility of PGA V 
Urban Consulting who has prepared this Eligibility Study with the understanding 
that the City would rely: 1) on the findings and conclusions of this Eligibility Study 
in proceeding with the designation of the Area as a redevelopment project area un­
der the Act, and 2) on the fact that PGAV Urban Consulting has obtained the neces­
sary information to conclude that the Area can be designated as a redevelopment 
project area in compliance with the Act. 

Following this introduction, Section II presents background information of the Area 
including the geographic location, description of current conditions and area data; 
Section III documents the building condition assessment and qualifications of the 
Area as a combination conservation area and vacant blighted area under the Act; 
and Section IV, Summary and Conclusions, documents the findings of the Eligibility 
Study. 

This Eligibility Study is a part of the overall tax increment redevelopment plan (the 
"Plan") for the Area. Other portions of the Plan contain information and documenta­
tion as required by the Act for a redevelopment plan. 
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Eligibility Study 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Area TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

II. BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

A. Location and Size of Area 

City of Chicago 

The Area is located approximately four miles west of downtown Chicago. The Area 
contains approximately 678 acres and consists of 149 (full and partial) blocks and 
4,907 tax parcels. The area is generally bound by Kedzie Avenue on the east, Lake 
Street on the south, Pulaski Road on the west and the rear property lines of proper­
ties that front Grand Avenue on the north. 

The boundaries of the Area are described in the Plan, Appendix, Attachment 
Three- Legal Description and are geographically shown on Plan, Appendix, At­
tachment Two, Exhibit A - Boundary Map of TIF Area. The existing land uses 
are identified on Plan, Appendix, Attachment Two, Exhibit B - Generalized 
Existing Land Use Assessment Map. 

B. Description of Current Conditions 

Population Characteristics 

Most of the Area is located in the southwest portion of Humboldt Park (community 
area 23). The portion of the Area located south of Kinzie Avenue (400 north) is with­
in West Garfield Park (community area 26) and East Garfield Park (community area 
27). Community Area Maps indicating census tracts and other data are provided in 
the Appendix of the Housing Impact Study. Table 2-1 below presents selected 
Census characteristics for the three communities that contain portions of the Study 
Area. 

Table 2-1 
Population Characteristics 

1990-2000 

!Population Humboldt Park West Gar[ield Park 

1990 67,573 24,095 

2000 65,836 23,019 

% Change 1990-2000 -2.6% -4.5% 

!Population By Race - 2000 

White 19.4% 0.7% 

Black 48.5% 98.4% 

Am. Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut 0.4% 0.0% 

Asian or Pacific Islander 0.5% 0.0% 

Other 28.5% 0.3% 

Multiple race 2.4% 0.3% 

Hispanic Origin1 48.0% 0.8% 
.. 

1 -Persons of H1spamc Ongm may be of any race. 

East Gar[ield Park 

24,030 

20,881 

-13.1% 

1.2% 

97.5% 

0.0% 

0.1% 

0.3% 

0.5% 

0.9% 

Source: U. S. Department of Commerce - U. S. Census Bureau, 1990 & 2000 Census. 
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Development Activity and Assessed Value Trends 

City of Chicago 

The population of the three neighborhood areas that comprise the Area declined dur­
ing the last census period. This trend has been continuous since 1960. The popula­
tion of Humboldt Park declined by 6% between 1960 and· 1990. The population of 
West Garfield Park fell by 47% between 1960 and 1990. The most dramatic change 
occurred in East Garfield Park, where the population declined by 64% between 1960 
and 1990. However, the impact on the number of housing units in these areas was 
even more dramatic. During the 1960 to 1990 time period, the number of housing 
units dropped by 15% in Humboldt Park, 46% in West Garfield Park, and 58% in 
East Garfield Park. The many vacant lots, particularly in the south portion of the 
Area, which is in West and East Garfield Park, are a visible reminder of the housing 
abandonment that has occurred. 

The demolition of housing units started in the 1960s and continued through the end 
of the decade. Table 2-2 below shows the units lost in just the decade of the 1980s 
when 14% of the units in the community areas that contain a portion of the Area 
were demolished (housing data for the 2000 census was not available at the time of 
this writing). The highest numbers of lost units were in the census tracts that com­
prise the majority of the Area. 

Community 

Table 2-2 
Change In Housing Units 

1980-1990 

Tract 
Units In Units In 

Change 

Area 1980 1990 Number of 
Units 

Percent 

2307 2,287 2,001 -286 -13% 

2310 1,258 931 -327 -26% 

2311 551 417 -134 -24% 
Humboldt 

2312 3,028 2,548 -480 -16% 
Park 

2315 3,174 2,712 -462 -15% 

2316 713 647 -66 -9% 

Subtotal 11,011 9,256 -1,755 -16% 

2601 679 602 -77 -11% 
West Garfield 

2703 705 756 51 7% Park 
Subtotal 1,384 1,358 -26 -2% 

East Garfield 
2704 484 455 -29 -6% Park 

All Tracts 12,879 11,069 -1,810 -14% 
Source: U. S. Department of Commerce - U. S. Census Bureau, 1980 & 1990. 

While the decline in housing units was occurring, a total of 90 building permits were 
issued between January 1996 and May 2001. Of these 90 permits, only 20 were for 
the construction of new buildings (3 commercial buildings, 14 residential buildings, 
and 3 institutional buildings). Of the remaining 70 permits issued, 12 were for re­
construction of buildings damaged by fire and 6 were for institutional uses. The re­
maining 52 permits were for renovations to existing buildings. 
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The permits issued between January 1996 and May 2001 represent an average of 18 
permits per year for the past five years in an Area that contains 4,907 parcels of 
property. When the permits issued for institutional uses, and permits issued for re­
pairs due to fire, are removed from the data set, 72 permits were issued for 4,889 
parcels. This means that only approximately 1.5% of the property in the Area has 
experienced some type of reinvestment in the last five years. This lack of invest­
ment in the Area is reflected by the Assessed Value trends realized over the past five 
years. 

Historic Equalized Assessed Values (EAVs) for the Area and the rate of growth for 
the City of Chicago and the Consumer Price Index (CPI) for All Urban Consumers 
for the period between 1995 and 2000 are shown below on Table 2-3- Equalized 
Assessed Value Trends. Between 1995 and 2000 the City of Chicago EAV in­
creased from $30.4 billion to $40.5 billion. The annual percent change in EAV is in­
dicated on Table 2-3 provided below. In 1995 the EAV of the Area was approx­
imately $55.5 million. In 2000 the EAV of the Area was approximately $94.4 mil­
lion. Further, 553 parcels or 11.2% of the properties in the Area are delinquent in 
the payment of 1999 real estate taxes. 

Year 
Area 

E.A.V. 

1995 $55,510,901 
1996 $54,814,433 
1997 $66,427,790 
1998 $66,177,987 
1999 $79,851,985 
2002 $94,413,414 

Table 2-3 
Equalized Assessed Value Trends 

1995-2000 

Area% 
City of 

Change 
Chicago CPI 

Over Pre-
%Change %Change 

vious 
Over Over Pre-

Year 
Previous vious Yearl 

Year 
- - -

-1.3% 1.3% 2.7% 
21.2% 8.4% 2.7% 
-0.3% 1.8% 2.0% 

20.7% 4.2% 2.1% 
18.2% 14.5% 3.2% 

Area 
Area 

E.A.V. 
E.A.V. 

Growth 
Growth 

Rate 
Rate Be-

Below 
low CPI City 

N/A N/A 
Yes Yes 
No No 
Yes Yes 
No No 
No No 

1 Consumer Price Index for All Urban Consumers (CPI-U)- Chicago-Gary-Kenosha, IL-IN-WI, United States Bu­
reau of Labor Statistics, January 2002. 

While there has been growth in the EAV of the Area since 1995, most of this growth 
is the result of an anomaly in the way the Assessor calculated equalization factors in 
this portion of the City and is not the result of increased development activity. This 
is clear from the age of most of the buildings in the Area and the lack of building 
permits for new construction. Much of the Area is in need of redevelopment, rehabil­
itation, and revitalization. Vacant buildings and vacant lots reflect deteriorating 
and dilapidated conditions that affect the viability of numerous commercial struc­
tures. Along Chicago Avenue and a portion of Pulaski Road, numerous commercial 
buildings have been converted into storefront churches. In addition, other older 
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commercial structures exhibit deteriorated conditions and are in need of upgrade 
and improvement. The commercial streetscapes of the Area are also deteriorated. 
Sidewalks, curbs and gutters, and street paving are in need of repair throughout the 
Area. 

Residential portions of the Area reflect losses in population, and the housing stock 
shows evidence of decline. The northern portion of the Area exhibits numerous resi­
dential structures that are leaning (this may be related to suggestions by some resi­
dents that this portion of the Area was used as a land fill in the early part of the 20th 
century) and deteriorated. The southern portion of the Area exhibits the most se­
vere instances of deteriorated housing. The southern portion of the Area also exhi­
bits numerous vacant lots that once contained residential units. In many instances, 
the City, under the tax reactivation program, acquired the property associated with 
these vacant lots or the structures on these properties were demolished under the 
demolition/lien program. In these instances the City was reacting to declining con­
ditions of Area properties in an attempt to remove abandoned or derelict properties. 
Throughout the Area, secondary structures (primarily garages associated with resi­
dential uses) are deteriorated, and many residential lots contain junk vehicles, trash 
and debris. 

Industrial development is limited in the Area. There is only one large-scale indus­
trial use in the Area, although several small industrial buildings scattered through­
out the Area have been converted to churches or are vacant. 

Long-term (more than one year) vacancies exist in some buildings, and sections of 
the Area are vacant and have not generated private development interest. Approx­
imately 10% of the gross land area within the Area is vacant, and the presence of 
approximately 500,000 sq. ft. of vacant floor area in 291 of the 3,622 buildings in the 
Area add significantly to the view that the Area experiences additional evidence of 
blight and that market acceptance of portions of the Area and building stock is not 
favorable. Generally the vacant floor space is evenly distributed between commer­
cial and residential structures. In addition, 1,225 violations have been issued on 
buildings and properties in the Area between January 1993 and May 2001 by the 
City Department of Buildings. In other words since January 1993, approximately 
25% of the 4,907 properties in the Area have been cited for having some type of code 
violation by the City Department of Buildings. 

Transport~tion 

Public Transportation 
Several CTA bus routes serve the Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Area. These 
routes include: 

9/25/01 

North-South Routes 
Route 53: Pulaski 
Route 82: Homan 
Route 52: Kedzie 

Revised January 28, 2002 
PGAV Urban Consulting 

Page 2-4 



Eligibility Study 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Area TIF 
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East-West Routes 
Route 65: Grand 
Route 70: Division 
Route 66: Chicago 

City of Chicago 

A major asset of the Area that could be further exploited is its location on the west 
side of Chicago. Although CTA buses serve the Area well, CTA train service is li­
mited to the southern portion of the Area. The Green Line, an east-west line that 
runs along Lake Street, has a newly renovated station at Kedzie (3200 west). In 
March 2001, the Pulaski Station had an average of 1,578 weekday riders, and the 
Kedzie Station had 1,286. These figures are among the lowest of the CTA rail sta­
tions, suggesting limited opportunities for spin-off commercial development at this 
time. The lower totals reported at the stations near the Area are likely a result of 
fewer job opportunities in the Area because industrial uses are generally not concen­
trated in this portion of the City. It is likely, that fewer workers are commuting to 
the Area from other sections of the City because there are limited industrial uses 
and therefore limited industrial jobs in the Area. 

Recently a new Green Line station was constructed at Central Park and Lake 
Street. This station will provide greater access to the Garfield Park Conservatory 
for all residents once it is completed. The Metra Union Pacific West Line to Geneva 
also passes through the southern portion of the Area between Franklin Boulevard 
and Lake Street. The nearest Metra station is located at Kedzie Avenue immediate­
ly east of the Area. 

Street System 

Regional - Downtown Chicago is four miles east of the Area and readily accessible 
via the Eisenhower Expressway (1-290). The Eisenhower also provides access to the 
substantial employment base in suburban DuPage County communities to the west. 
Access to the Eisenhower is provided via major streets (Pulaski, Homan, and Kedzie) 
approximately one mile south of the Area. 

Local - Arterial streets in the Area generally have one or two travel lanes and curb­
side parking lanes. Arterial class streets are signalized at intersections with other 
arterial and collector streets. East-west arterial streets in the Area are Chicago 
Avenue, Division Avenue, and Lake Street. North-south arterial streets are Pulaski 
Road, Homan Avenue, and Kedzie Avenue. Pulaski Road and Chicago Avenue expe­
rience the largest traffic volume in the Area. East-west arterial streets also provide 
alternative routes to the City's central area. 

Viaducts and Railroads - The Green Line and the rail line utilized by Metra, noted 
above, have viaducts at the crossings associated with the north-south arterial streets 
of the Area. In addition, several retaining walls and berms associated with rail op­
erations are located in the Area. All the viaducts and most of the retaining walls 
associated with rail operations exhibit deteriorated conditions and are in need of re-
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pair due to spalling concrete surfaces, damaged columns, cracked, spalling, and 
crumbling pavement, and broken or damaged lighting. 

Pedestrian Traffic 

Pedestrian traffic in the Area is concentrated along the major arterial streets in the 
Area. Chicago Avenue has the largest concentration of pedestrian traffic. The high­
er concentration of pedestrian traffic in these areas is associated with commuters 
utilizing the CTA bus lines along this route and concentrations of commercial uses. 

Existing Land Use 

A tabulation of land area by land use category is provided on the following page. At 
the present time, the existing land uses itemized in Table 2-4, provided on the fol­
lowing page, are predominantly residential in nature, as 62% of the net area (exclu­
sive of public right-of-way) is residential. Residential uses in the Area generally 
consist of three types of structures. Isolated residential structures (single-family 
and multi-family) located along commercial corridors, upper-floor residential units 
in commercial buildings along commercial corridors, and single-family and multi­
family structures located in residential neighborhoods. Throughout the residential 
neighborhoods of the Area the housing stock is in poor condition. This is reflected by 
a large number of residential units having been vacated and torn down, especially in 
the southern .Portion of the Area. 

There are a total of 4,622 inhabited residential units in the Area as determined dur­
ing the field survey of area properties. As set forth in the Act, if a redevelopment 
plan for the Area results in the displacement of residents from 10 or more inhabited 
residential units, or if the Area contains 75 or more inhabited residential units and 
the City is unable to certify that no displacement of residents will occur, the munici­
pality shall prepare a housing impact study and incorporate the study in the feasi­
bility report required by subsection (a) of Section 11-74.4-5 (sic) [Section 11.74-4-4.1] 
of the Act. Because 75 or more inhabited residential units are located in the Area, a 
housing impact study has been prepared and is included as an attachment to the 
Plan as Appendix, Attachment Five, Housing Impact Study. 

Industrial uses in the Area are limited in the Area and only one large industrial use 
is located in the Area (3300 block of Franklin Boulevard). Industrial uses comprise 
3% of the net land area. 

Commercial uses are predominately located along Chicago Avenue, Pulaski Road, 
and Division Street. Commercial uses account for 8% of the net land area. There is 
one multi-tenant retail shopping center in the Area (Chicago-Kedzie Plaza). This 
center is located on Chicago Avenue immediately west of Kedzie Avenue. 
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Table 2-4 

City of Chicago 

Tabulation of Existing Land Use 

Land Use 
Land Area % ofNetLand %of Gross 

Acres Area1 Land Area 

Industrial 15 3% 2% 

Commercial 35 8% 5% 

Institutional 40 9% 6% 

Vacant Land 74 17% 11% 

Residential 279 62% 41% 

Park/Playground 4 1% 1% 

Public Right-of-Way 231 N/A 34% 

Total 678 Ac. 100% 100% 
1. Net Land Area does not mclude public nght-of-way. 
Note: Percentage and acreage figures are approximated due to rounding. 

Institutional and recreational uses are located throughout the Area. The location of 
major institutional and recreational uses can be found on Plan Exhibit A, Boun­
dary Map of TIF Area, contained in the Plan Appendix as Attachment Two. 
The Area is served well by park, school, and hospital facilities. However, no public 
libraries are located in the Area. Institutional and recreational uses account for 10% 
of the net land area. 

Major institutional uses and parks within and near the Area are listed below: 

• Parks 
Linden - 1139 N. Pulaski 
Harding- 3921 W. Division 
Bolling Park - 800 Blk. Of N. Harding 
St. Louis - 34 7 N. St. Louis 
Kells- 3201 W. Chicago 
Central Park- 721 N. Central Park 
Garfield Park- 100 N. Central Park (Not Located In The Area) 
Ohio & Harding Park - 607 N. Harding (Not Located In The Area) 

• Hospitals 
Hartgrove - 520 N. Ridgeway 
Sacred Heart - 3240 W. Franklin 

• Librariesl 
Humboldt Park Branch- 1604 N. Troy (Not Located In The Area) 

1 Both of these libraries are located well outside the Area and are not identified on Exhibit A. They are being listed 
because they are the nearest facilities operated by the Chicago Library District. 
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Midwest Branch- 2335 W. Chicago (Not Located In The Area) 

• Schools 
Lucy Flower Academy - 3545 W. Fulton 
Samuel Morse Elementary - 620 N. Sawyer 
Wright School- 615 N. Harding (Not Located In The Area) 
Ward School- 410 N. Monticello 
Ryerson School- 646 N. Lawndale 
Westinghouse High School- 3301 W. Franklin 

Zoning Characteristics 

The property within the Area is zoned in several categories. Manufacturing zones 
cover a limited number of industrial uses located in the Area. Commercial and 
business zoning districts are predominant along Chicago Avenue, Pulaski Road, and 
portions of Division Street. Residential zoning is predominant in the remainder of 
the Area, reflecting the residential nature of much of the Area (see Plan Appendix, 
Attachment Two, Exhibit D, Existing Zoning Map). 

Historic Structures 

No buildings identified as Landmarks by the City of Chicago or listed on the Nation­
al Register of Historic Buildings were documented in the Area. However, 41 build­
ings listed in the Chicago Landmarks, Historic Resources Survey as possessing po­
tentially significant architectural or historical features were identified. Seven of 
these structures have been demolished. Many of the buildings listed are concen­
trated in the southern portion of the Area along Lake and Walnut Streets and Ful­
ton Boulevard. A listing of the structures identified is presented on the following 
page as Table 2-5. 

Prior Redevelopment Efforts 

Prior redevelopment efforts by the City, Area leaders and residents, businesses and 
business groups have been associated with on-going business retention efforts, edu­
cation efforts and scattered street improvements in the Area. In addition, numerous 
properties associated with the tax reactivation program and on-going City acquisi­
tion under the demolition-lien program are located in the Area. The majority of the 
properties acquired under these programs are associated with deteriorated residen­
tial properties, and the structures on those properties have been removed. 
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Table 2-5 
Historic Structures 

Building Address Building Use Or Name I 
____ ___c3::..:3:...:3:..::0:....-3::..:3::.;:~2 W. Chicago Ave. Commercial/R_esident!al ________ _ 

724 N. Christiana Ave. Residential 
-·--·-···---~=:...::.-.::_c_:_...:=:=-=.=:=.-c:...=.=c-=..: ________________________ =:='-------

3209 W. Franklin Blvd. Demolished 
------·-·-·-·-·----·---·--·--··---· 

3301-3347 W. Franklin Blvd_, _________ _____W_estiQ_ghol!se I:!jgh School ---····· 
3220 W. Fulton Blvd. Residential ------- ---··----j------------·-·-------·----·--·---·----· 

3221 W. Fulton Blvd. Residential 
·-··--------·---· 

3231 W. Fulton Blvd. Residential 
····------·-----·--··-------·--····--······ 

3351 W. Fulton Blvd. Residential ________ ....=..=:..=_:=_:_:_...:..=-=.====:=-=::..:.:::.:.._ ____ -·---·--·--·------··--·-·---·-·-·-· 

3445 W. Fulton Blvd. Residential ----·---·---------------- ····---·-·--·---·-----····-----····-·--··· 

·---- 3531-3559 W. Fulton Blv<!, ___________ Lu_Qy FlQwer Techn~cal]Ijgh SchQQ!__ __ 
__________ 1302 N. Harding_Ave. ______________________ Demolis!J.c..c_e""d ______ _ 
______ ..:::;1c.::3-=2-=-0...:::~· Harding Ave. __________ Re:>id~tiaL _________ _ 

___________ 1328_:N. Harding Ave_.--------·-----·-·--- Residential 
-·--·----~~4-220 Homan Ave. _____ _QQ_!llmercial/Residential 
-····-···---?_701~_:3_721_W. H_!lron ..§L_____ ····--·-·----~yerso-=n:..:.S::.cc:c::h,=o-=-ol=-------
----·---- 39~_k39_25 W. Huron St. ______ _____ Co_!llmercial/Resid(;ln_t_i_al ______ _ 

3346 W. Lake St. Commercial/Residential 
~--··------···--·--·------------- -··-·-· ·-· 

3530 W. Lake St. Residential -·--·-·------ ·---·- ----···--·----------------
3800~3806 W. Lake St. Demolished 
930 N. Lawndale Ave. Residential --·----··---------·-------·--··- ----·-···--------·-·-----------

3648 W. Ohio St. Demolished --------·-·------·-·----------------·· 

600-626 N. Sawyer Ave. Samuel F. B. Morse School -----· 
-·-·--···-----· 42 .l.:N....:.§.Pringfield_b ve. ______________ !!:_esiden.:~ial ___ ·-··-···----·-······-· 

3213 W. Walnut St. Residential ------··-------·------ -- ---·--·-·--·-··---------·--·--···---·-······-····-----· 
3216 W. Walnut St. Residential ------· ·--·--···--------·----·-----· 
3229 W. Walnut St. Residential ---··--··--------------------· ·--·····-·····---

3232 W. Walnut St. Demolished -----·----=-=--=c=-.:.. ______________ ·----···-----------····-------· 

3236 W. Walnut St. Demolished 
--------~--~--'-'--'-'---'-'--"-'-'---·-------~- -·-···---·· 

3241 W. Walnut St .. ----···-·------·---_____R_~side:t_l,tial ___________ _ 
3242 W. Walnut St. Demolished 

-------------'-'-'-·'-'--'-'--·--'--'-'-'-'-'-····--·--------·-·--·-----------·-····---·· 

3245 W. Walnut St. Residential -·--·-----------·-----····-----·---·--··-----.---·------·-··-----·--··--·--· 
3250 W. Walnut St. Residential 

----------'-C---''--'-. 

3265 W. Walnut St. Residential ·--------==-::..:::___:._c...:__:c:..=:=-=::..::....:=-=---·---------·-------····------··--·----·-------· 

3303 W. Walnut St. Residential ----------··----·-------·----c----· ·---·----·-·--·· 
3318 W. Walnut St. Residential __ ,,_, ____ ,p p---------·- -···----· ·-··--···--·--·----· 
3334 W. Walnut St. Residential 

------~~---'-'-'-'--'-~= 

3433 W. Walnut St. Residential ·--·----------------·----------· 
3440 W. Walnut St. Residential --------------------·---------· 
3443 W. Walnut St. Residential 

·-·--·-·····-----·-·-·------···-······--···---·-· 

3445 W. Walnut St. Residential 
---·-···---·------------···-·--···----·-· 

3521 W. Walnut St. Residential 

Five redevelopment areas have been established adjacent to the Area. The North­
west Industrial Corridor Redevelopment Area, the Pulaski Industrial Corridor Re-
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development Area, the Division/Roman Redevelopment Area, the Kinzie Industrial 
Corridor Redevelopment Area, and the Midwest Redevelopment Area. The estab­
lishment of these five areas has resulted in an increase in development activity in 
adjacent areas. However, these initiatives have not resulted in significant redeve­
lopment activity in the Area and decline continues. The City has also established 
the West Humbolt Park-Chicago Avenue Redevelopment Area along Chicago Ave­
nue. These areas are identified on Exhibit G, Adjacent Redevelopment Areas 
Map, contained in the Plan Appendix as Attachment Two. 

The City and the State of Illinois ("State") have also included a portion of the Area in 
Enterprise Zone 5 (approximately 64%), and the City and U.S. Department of Hous­
ing and Urban Development have included a portion of the Area (approximately 
59%) in the Federal Empowerment Zone Program (Exhibit F, Empowerment & 
Enterprise Zones Map, contained in the Plan Appendix as Attachment Two). 

However, these initiatives have not reversed decline throughout the Area. For the 
most part, these existing initiatives are directed at industrial or commercial uses in 
neighboring industrial or commercial corridors. As noted above, the majority of the 
Area is comprised of residential uses and therefore not the direct subject of these ex­
isting mechanisms. It is anticipated that in the future, the underlying Enterprise 
Zone, Empowerment Zone, and Redevelopment Area, in conjunction with compo­
nents of this tax increment finance strategy, and other City programs, will greatly 
assist in addressing Area problems in the Area. Conditions that affect efficient 
business operations for Area businesses and industries to include: 

• deteriorating infrastructure; 
blighting conditions; and 
need for improved training programs for area employees and residents. 

Obstacles to providing safe and convenient housing include: 

9/25/01 

deteriorating infrastructure; 
incompatible land uses in adjacent areas; and 
deteriorating housing stock. 
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III. QUALIFICATION OF THE AREA 

A. Illinois Tax Increment Allocation Redevelopment Act 

The Act authorizes Illinois municipalities to redevelop locally designated deteri­
orated areas through tax increment financing. In order for an area to qualify as a 
tax increment financing district, it must first be designated as a blighted area, a 
conservation area (or a combination of the two), or an industrial park conservation 
area as defined at 5/11-74.4-S(a) of the Act. Based on the criteria set forth in the 
Act, the improved portion of the Area was determined to qualify as a conservation 
area, and the vacant portion of the Area was determined to qualify as a blighted 
area. As set forth in the Act a conservation area is: 

9/25/01 

"conservation area means any improved area within the boundaries of a redeve­
lopment project area located within the territorial limits of the municipality in 
which 50% or more of the structures in the area have an age of 35 years or more. 
Such an area is not yet a blighted area but because of a combination of 3 or more 
of the following factors is detrimental to the public safety, health, morals or wel­
fare and such an area may become a blighted area. 

(1) Dilapidation. An advanced state of disrepair or neglect of necessary repairs 
to the primary structural components of buildings or improvements in such a 
combination that a documented building condition analysis determines that 
major repair is required or the defects are so serious and so extensive that the 
buildings must be removed. 

(2) Obsolescence. The condition or process of falling into disuse. Structures 
have become ill-suited for the original use. 

(3) Deterioration. With respect to buildings, defects including, but not limited to, 
major defects in the secondary building components such as doors, windows, 
porches, gutters and downspouts, and fascia. With respect to surface im­
provements, that the condition of roadways, alleys, curbs, gutters, sidewalks, 
off-street parking, and surface storage areas evidence deterioration, includ­
ing, but not limited to, surface cracking, crumbling, potholes, depressions, 
loose paving material, and weeds protruding through paved surfaces. 

( 4) Presence of structures below minimum code standards. All structures that do 
not meet the standards of zoning, subd,ivision, building, fire, and other go­
vernmental codes applicable to property, but not including housing and prop­
erty maintenance codes. 

(5) Illegal use of individual structures. The use of structures in violation of ap­
plicable federal, State, or local laws, exclusive of those applicable to the pres­
ence of structures below minimum code standards. 

(6) Excessive vacancies. The presence of buildings that are unoccupied or under­
utilized and that represent an adverse influence on the area because of the 
frequency, extent, or duration of the vacancies. 

(7) Lack of ventilation, light or sanitary facilities. The absence of adequate ven­
tilation for light or air circulation in spaces or rooms without windows, or 
that require the removal of dust, odor, gas, smoke, or other noxious airborne 
materials. Inadequate natural light and ventilation means the absence or 
inadequacy of skylights or windows for interior spaces or rooms and impro­
per window sizes and amounts by room area to window area ratios. Inade-
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quate sanitary facilities refers to the absence or inadequacy of garbage sto­
rage and enclosure, bathroom facilities, hot water and kitchens, and struc­
tural inadequacies preventing ingress and egress to and from all rooms and 
units within a building. 

(8) Inadequate utilities. Underground and overhead utilities such as storm sew­
ers and storm drainage, sanitary sewers, water lines, and gas, telephone, and 
electrical services that are shown· to be inadequate. Inadequate utilities are 
those that are: (i) of insufficient capacity to serve the uses in the redevelop­
ment project area, (ii) deteriorated, antiquated, obsolete, or in disrepair, or 
(iii) lacking within the redevelopment project area. 

(9) Excessive land coverage and the overcrowding of structures and community 
facilities. The over-intensive use of property and the crowding of buildings 
and accessory facilities onto a site. Examples of problem conditions warrant­
ing the designation of an area as one exhibiting excessive land coverage are: 
the presence of buildings either improperly situated on parcels or located on 
parcels of inadequate size and shape in relation to present-day standards of 
development for health and safety and the presence of multiple buildings on a 
single parcel. For there to be a finding of excessive land coverage, these par­
cels must exhibit one or more of the following conditions: insufficient provi­
sion for light and air within or around buildings, increased threat of spread 
of fire due to the close proximity of buildings, lack of adequate or proper 
access to a public right-of-way, lack of reasonably required off-street parking, 
or inadequate provision for loading and service. 

(10) Deleterious land use or layout. The existence of incompatible land-use rela­
tionships, buildings occupied by inappropriate mixed-uses, or uses considered 
to be noxious, offensive, or unsuitable for the surrounding area. 

(11) Lack of community planning. The proposed redevelopment project area was 
developed prior to or without the benefit or guidance of a community plan. 
This means that the development occurred prior to the adoption by the muni­
cipality of a comprehensive or other community plan or that the plan was not 
followed at the time of the area's development. This factor must be docu­
mented by evidence of adverse or incompatible land-use relationships, inade­
quate street layout, improper subdivision, parcels of inadequate shape and 
size to meet contemporary development standards, or other evidence demon­
strating an absence of effective community planning. 

(12) The area has incurred Illinois Environmental Protection Agency or United 
States Environmental Protection Agency remediation costs for, or a study 
conducted by an independent consultant recognized as having expertise in 
environmental remediation has determined a need for, the clean-up of ha­
zardous waste, hazardous substances, or underground storage tanks required 
by State or federal law, provided that the remediation costs constitute a ma­
terial impediment to the development or redevelopment project area. 

(13) The total equalized assessed value of the proposed redevelopment project area 
has declined for 3 of the last 5 calendar years for which information is avail­
able or is increasing at an annual rate that is less than· the balance of the 
municipality for 3 of the last 5 calendar years for which information is avail­
able or is increasing at an annual rate that is less than the Consumer Price 
Index for All Urban Consumers published by the United States Department 
of Labor or successor agency for 3 of the last 5 calendar years for which in­
formation is available. 
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As set forth in the Act a blighted area is: 
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"any improved or vacant area within the boundaries of a redevelopment project 
area located within the territorial limits of the municipality where: 

(2) If vacant, the sound growth of the redevelopment project area is impaired by a 
combination of 2 or more of the following factors, each of which is (i) present, 
with that presence documented, to a meaningful extent so that a municipality 
may reasonably find that the factor is clearly present within the intent of the 
Act and (ii) reasonably distributed throughout the vacant part of the redeve­
lopment project area to which it pertains: 

(A) Obsolete platting of vacant land that results in parcels of limited or 
narrow size or configurations of parcels of irregular size or shape that 
would be difficult to develop on a planned basis and in a manner 
compatible with contemporary standards and requirements, or plat­
ting that failed to create rights-of-way for streets or alleys or that 
crated inadequate right-of-way widths for streets, alleys, or other pub­
lic rights-of-way or that omitted easement for public utilities. 

(B) Diversity of ownership of parcels of vacant land sufficient in number 
to retard or impede the ability to assemble the land for development. 

(C) Tax and special assessment delinquencies exist or the property has 
been the subject of tax sales under the Property Tax Code within the 
last 5 years. 

(D) Deterioration of structures or site improvements in neighboring areas 
adjacent to the vacant land. 

(E) The area has incurred Illinois Environmental Protection Agency or 
United State Environmental Protection Agency remediation costs for, 
or a study conducted by an independent consultant recognized as hav­
ing expertise in environmental remediation has determined a need for, 
the clean-up of hazardous waste, hazardous substances, or under­
ground storage tanhs required by State or federal law, provided that 
the remediation costs constitute a material impediment to the devel­
opment or redevelopment of the redevelopment project area. 

(F) The total equalized assessed value of the proposed redevelopment 
project area has declined for 3 of the last 5 calendar years prior to the 
year in which the redevelopment project area is designated or is in­
creasing at an annual rate that is less than the balance of the munici­
pality for 3 of the last 5 calendar years for which information is avail­
able or is increasing at an annual rate that is less than the Consumer 
Price Index for All Urban Consumers published by the United States 
Department of Labor or successor agency for 3 of the last 5 calendar 
years prior to the year in which the redevelopment project area is des­
ignated. 

(3) If vacant, the sound growth of the redevelopment project area is impaired by 
one of the following factors that (i) is present, with that presence documented, 
to a meaningful extent so that a municipality may reasonably find that the 
factor is clearly present within the intent of the Act and (ii) is reasonably dis­
tributed throughout the vacant part of the redevelopment project area to which 
it pertains: 
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(A) The area consists of one or more unused quarries, mines, or strip mine 
ponds. 

(B) The area consists of unused railyards, rail tracks, or railroad rights­
of-way. 

(C) The area, prior to its designation, is subject to chronic flooding that 
adversely impacts on real property in the area as certified by a regis­
tered professional engineer or appropriate regulatory agency. 

(D) The area consist of an unused or illegal disposal site containing earth, 
stone, building debris, or similar materials that were removed from 
construction, demolition, excavation, or dredge sites. 

(E) Prior to the effective date of this amendatory Act of the 91•1 General 
Assembly, the area is not less than 50 nor more than 100 acres and 
75% of which is vacant (notwithstanding that the area has been used 
for commercial agricultural purposes within 5 years prior to the de­
signation of the redevelopment project area), and the area meets at 
least one of the factors itemized in paragraph (1) of this subsection, 
that area has been designated as a town or village center by ordinance 
or comprehensive plan adopted prior to January 1, 1982, and the area 
has not been developed for that designated purpose. 

(F) The area qualified as a blighted improved area immediately prior to 
becoming vacant, unless there has been substantial private investment 
in the immediately surrounding area. 

B. Survey, Analysis and Distribution of Eligibility Factors 

A parcel-by-parcel analysis of the Area was conducted to identify the presence of eli­
gibility factors (see Conservation Factors Matrix of Improved Area, Table 3-1, 
and Blighting Factors Matrix of Vacant Area, Table 3-2, contained later in this 
section). A form similar to Table 3-1 and Table 3-2 was used to document the con­
ditions of Area buildings and properties during field surveys. The data from the 
field survey was consolidated by sub-area for each of the factors relevant to making 
a finding of eligibility. 

The Area is characterized by the following conditions for the improved portion of the Area: 

the predominance (96%) of structures that are 3 5 years or older;2 

dilapidation (23% ofbuildings and 49% of improved parcels); 
obsolescence (10% ofbuildings); 
deterioration of buildings and site improvements (98% of structures and 97% of im­
proved parcels); 
illegal use of individual structures (less than 1% of buildings); 
presence of structures below minimum code standards (23% of buildings); 
excessive vacancies (8% of buildings); 
lack of ventilation, light or sanitary facilities (less then 1% of buildings); 
excessive land coverage and overcrowding of structures ( 4 7% of parcels); 

2 This is 46% greater than the statutory requirement. Under the Tax Increment Allocation Redevelopment Act, for 
designation of an area as a Conservation Area, 50% or more of the buildings must be 35 years old or older. 
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inadequate utilities (97% of sub-areas3
); 

deleterious land use and layout (95% of sub-areas3
); and 

lack of community planning (97% of sub-areas3
). 

In addition, many streets contain potholes and cracked surfaces, and sidewalks and 
curbs exhibit cracked and broken sections. The conditions and locations of these 
conditions are further detailed latter in this section. 

The vacant portion of the Area is characterized by the following conditions: 

obsolete platting (40% of vacant parcels); 
diversity of ownership (56% of vacant parcels); 
tax and special assessment delinquencies (19% of vacant parcels); and 
deterioration of structures in neighboring areas (100% of vacant parcels) 

C. Evaluation Procedure 

Professional senior planners and a registered architect from the staff of PGAV Ur­
ban Consulting conducted exterior surveys of observable conditions on all properties, 
buildings, and public and private improvements located in the Area. These inspec­
tors have been trained in TIF survey techniques and have extensive experience in 
similar undertakings. 

The surveys examined not only the condition and use of buildings, but also included 
surveys of streets, sidewalks, curbs, gutters, lighting, vacant land, underutilized 
land, parking facilities, landscaping, fences and walls, and general maintenance. In 
addition, an analysis was conducted on existing site coverage, parking and land 
uses, and their relationship to the surrounding Area. Investigators also researched 
historic photos and were assisted by information obtained from the City of Chicago. 
The boundary and qualification of the Area was determined by the field investiga­
tions, eligibility requirements described in the Act, and the needs and deficiencies of 
the Area. 

D. Investigation and Analysis of Factors 

In determining whether or not the proposed Area meets the eligibility requirements 
of the Act, various methods of research were used in addition to the field surveys. 
The data includes information assembled from the sources below: 

1. Contacts with local individuals knowledgeable as to Area conditions and 
history, age of buildings and site improvements, methods of construction, real 
estate records and related items, and other information related to the Area 
was used. In addition, aerial photographs, Sidwell block sheets, etc. were al­
so utilized. 

3 Sub-Area refers to Exhibit E, Sub-Area Key Map, contained in the Plan Appendix as Attachment Two 
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2. Inspection and research as to the condition of local buildings, streets, util­
ities, etc. 

3. On-site field inspection of the proposed Area conditions by experienced 
property inspectors of the Consultant and others as previously noted. Per­
sonnel of the Consultant are trained in techniques and procedures of deter­
mining conditions of properties, utilities, streets, etc. and determination of 
eligibility of designated areas for tax increment financing. 

4. Use of accepted definitions as provided for in the Act. 

5. Adherence to basic findings of need as established by the Illinois General 
Assembly in establishing tax increment financing which became effective on 
January 10, 1977. These are: 

i. There exists in many Illinois municipalities areas that are conser­
vation or blighted areas, within the meaning of the TIF statute. 

ii. The eradication of blighted areas and the treatment of conserva­
tion areas by redevelopment projects are essential to the public inter­
est. 

iii. These findings are made on the basis that the presence of blight or 
conditions which lead to blight, is detrimental to the safety, health, 
welfare and morals of the public. 

Table 3-1, Conservation Factors Matrix of Improved Area, provided on the 
following page documents the conditions in the Area. 

E. Eligibility Factors - Improved Area 

In making the determination of eligibility, each and every property or building in 
the Area is not required to be blighted or otherwise qualify. It is the Area as a whole 
that must be determined to be eligible. 

The report stated below details conditions that cause the Area to qualify under the 
Act as a conservation area, per surveys and research undertaken by the Consultant 
between March and May 2001: 

9/25/01 

Age Of Structures 

Age, although not one of the 13 factors used to establish a conservation area 
under the Act, is used as a threshold that an area must meet in order to qual­
ify. 
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Age presumes the existence of problems or limiting conditions resulting from 
normal and continuous use of structures and exposure to the elements over a 
period of many years. As a rule, older buildings typically exhibit more prob­
lems than buildings constructed in later years because of longer periods of ac­
tive usage (wear and tear) and the impact of time, temperature and moisture. 
Additionally, older buildings tend not to be ideally suited for meeting mod­
ern-day space and development standards. These typical problematic condi­
tions in older buildings can be the initial indicators that the factors used to 
qualify the Area may be present. 

Summary of Findings Regarding Age: 

The Area contains a total of 3,622 buildings, of which 96%, or 3,461 buildings 
are 35 years of age or older as determined by field surveys and local research. 
In many instances buildings are significantly older than 35 years of age and 
were constructed in the latter part of the 191" century. Therefore, the Area 
meets the threshold requirement for a conservation area in that 50% or more 
of the structures in the Area exceed 35 years of age. 

1. Dilapidation 

Dilapidation as a factor is based upon the documented presence and reasona­
ble distribution of buildings and improvements in an advanced state of disre­
pair. The field survey of main buildings in the Area found structures with 
leaning or bowing bearing walls and parapet walls, critical defects in primary 
structural components such as severely sagging roofs, damaged floor struc­
tures, and foundations exhibiting major cracks or displacement. In addition, 
numerous surface parking lots and sections of fencing associated with com­
mercial and industrial uses throughout the Area exhibited paved surfaces in 
need of reconstruction, and site fencing that was damaged or missing. 

Summary of Findings Regarding Dilapidation: 

9/25/01 

Of the 3, 622 buildings in the Area, 828 buildings, or 23%, were found to exhi­
bit buildings in an advanced state of disrepair. In addition, dilapidated site 
improvements were found on 1,958, or 49% of the 4,024 improved parcels in 
the Area. In addition, it should be noted that it was observed that on many of 
the properties discussed later in this report with respect to acquisition by the 
City, it was obvious that structures had been recently demolished as part of 
on-going City efforts to remove dilapidated structures where possible. 

2. Obsolescence 

An obsolete building or improvement is one which no longer serves its in­
tended use. Thus, obsolescence is the condition or process of falling into dis­
use. Obsolescence, as a factor, is based upon the documented presence and 
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reasonable distribution of buildings and other site improvements evidencing 
such obsolescence. Examples include: 

a. Functional Obsolescence: Structures are typically built for specific 
uses or purposes, and their design, location, height and space ar­
rangement are each intended for a specific occupancy at a given time. 
Buildings are obsolete when they contain characteristics or deficien­
cies, which limit the use and marketability of such buildings. The 
characteristics may include loss in value to a property resulting from 
an inherent deficiency existing from poor design or layout, improper 
orientation of building on site, etc., which detracts from the overall 
usefulness or desirability of a property. Obsolescence in such build­
ings is typically difficult and expensive to correct. 

b. Economic Obsolescence: Economic obsolescence is normally a re­
sult of adverse conditions that cause some degree of market rejection, 
and hence, depreciation in market values. Typically, buildings classi­
fied as dilapidated and buildings that contain vacant space are cha­
racterized by problem conditions, which may not be economically cur­
able, resulting in net rental losses and/or depreciation in market val­
ue. 

c. Obsolete site improvements: Site improvements, including sewer 
and water lines, public utility lines (gas, electric and telephone), 
roadways, parking areas, parking structures, sidewalks, curbs and 
gutters, lighting, etc., may also evidence obsolescence in terms of their 
relationship to contemporary development standards for such im­
provements. Factors of this obsolescence may include inadequate util­
ity capacities, outdated designs, etc. 

Throughout the Area, the lack of on-site parking, vacant storefronts, vacant 
second and third floor uses, and dilapidated or deteriorated building condi­
tions indicate that many of the structures in the Area exhibit some form of 
obsolescence. 

Summary of Findings Regarding Obsolescence: 

The field survey of buildings in the Area found that certain buildings exhibit 
characteristics of obsolescence. Obsolete buildings comprised approximately 
10% or 354 of the 3,622 buildings in the Area. The majority of these obsolete 
buildings are located in the commercial portions of the Area. Obsolete site 
improvements also exist in the Area and are generally associated with the 
buildings identified above. In addition, narrow streets or driveways, irregular 
widths, poor or inadequate turning radii or sight lines and lack of paved sur­
faces on driveways and service areas exist throughout the Area and are exam­
ples of obsolete site improvements. 
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3. Deterioration 

Deterioration refers to physical deficiencies or disrepair in buildings or site 
improvements requiring treatment or repair. Conditions, which are. not easi­
ly correctable in the course of normal maintenance, were classified as deteri­
orated. Such buildings may be classified as deteriorating or in an advanced 
stage of deterioration, depending upon the degree or extent of defects. 

Buildings with major defects in the secondary building components (i.e., 
damaged doors and door frames, broken windows, window frames and mul­
lins, porches in need of material replacement, gutters and downspouts dam­
aged or missing, weathered fascia materials, cracks in masonry walls, spal­
ling masonry surfaces, etc.) were observed in the Area. Many of the struc­
tures located in the Area exhibited these conditions. In addition, roadways, 
alleys, curbs, gutters, sidewalks, off-street parking and surface storage areas 
also evidenced deterioration such as; surface cracking, crumbling, potholes, 
depressions, loose paving materials, weeds protruding through the surface, 
etc. Site fencing on many larger commercial and industrial lots was rusting 
and required repair to individual posts or sections of fencing. In some in­
stances, parking areas for vacant properties was being used for trailer sto­
rage. In these instances, it was evident that the lots, and in some cases adja­
cent streets, were not designed for such use and were exhibiting cracks and 
other deteriorated conditions as a result of heavy truck traffic. 

Summary of Findings Regarding Deterioration: 

Throughout the Area, deteriorating conditions were recorded on 98% or 3, 546 
of the 3, 622 buildings in the Area. The exterior field survey of main buildings 
in the Area found structures with major defects in the secondary components, 
including windows, doors, gutters, downspouts, porches, chimneys, fascia ma­
terials, parapet walls, etc. Deterioration of site improvements and public im­
provements was also observed.. Deteriorated site improvements were observed 
on 3,892 or 97% of the 4,024 improved parcels in the Area. 

4. Presence of Structures Below Minimum Code Standards 

Structures below minimum code standards include all structures that do not 
meet the standards of zoning, subdivision, State building laws and regula­
tions. The principal purposes of such codes are to require buildings to be con­
structed in such a way as to sustain safety of loads expected from various 
types of occupancy, to be safe for occupancy against fire and similar hazards, 
and/or establish minimum standards essential for safe and sanitary habita­
tion. Structures below minimum code are characterized by defects or defi­
ciencies that presume to threaten health and safety. 
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Summary of Findings Regarding Presence of Structures Below Min­
imum Code Standards: 

Considering the age of buildings in the Area, it is certain that many of the 
buildings are below the minimum code standards currently in force by the 
City of Chicago. However, in order to substantiate these conditions both inte­
rior and exterior inspections of the properties would be required. Based on 
clearly observable conditions evident from exterior inspection throughout the 
Area, structures below minimum code were recorded in 23% or 850 of the 
3, 622 buildings in the Area. The exterior field survey of buildings in the Area 
found structures not in conformance with local zoning codes and structures 
not safe for occupancy because of fire and similar hazards. 

In addition, on many Area properties, garbage, trash, discarded tires and 
abandoned vehicles were observed. Trash and debris from drive-by dumping 
is illegal and promotes unsanitary and/ or unhealthy conditions. Old tires 
can collect water and promote mosquito breeding. The presence of open air 
dumping of trash creates conditions that promote the presence of disease car­
rying insects and vermin. 

5. Illegal Use of Individual Structures 

This factor applies to the use of structures in violation of applicable national, 
State or local laws. Examples of illegal uses may include, but not be limited 
to, the following: 

a. illegal home occupations; 

b. conduct of any illegal vice activities such as gambling or drug 
manufacture; 

c. uses not in conformance with local zoning codes and not pre­
viously grandfathered in as legal nonconforming uses; 

d. uses involving manufacture, sale, storage or use of dangerous 
explosives and firearms. 

Summary of Findings Regarding Illegal Use of Individual Structures: 

This factor was documented in less then 1% or 4 of the 3, 622 buildings in the 
Area. 

6. Excessive Vacancies 

Establishing the presence of this factor requires the documenting of the pres­
ence of vacant buildings which are unoccupied or underutilized and which 
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represent an adverse influence on the Area because of the frequency, extent, 
or duration of such vacancies. It iJ.lcludes properties which evidence no ap­
parent effort directed toward occupancy or utilization and partial vacancies. 

During the field investigation of the Area, a total of 291 buildings were ob­
served to contain vacant floor space. Based on City of Chicago maps that in­
dicate building footprints, it was estimated that approximately 500,000 
square feet of floor space was vacant. The vacant floor space is generally dis­
tributed evenly between commercial and residential structures. Based on the 
condition of some of the vacant floor space (boarded up windows, deteriorated 
interior finishes, lack of lighting, outdated signage, etc.), it is evident that 
much of this floor space has been vacant for an extended period of time. 

Summary of Findings Regarding Excessive Vacancies: 

The field investigation indicates that 291 buildings, 8% of the total 3,622 
buildings, have vacancy of floor space. There is in excess of 500,000 sq. ft. of 
vacant floor space (ground floor and upper floors) in the Area. This vacant 
floor space is generally distributed equally among commercial and residential 
structures. 

7. Lack of Ventilation, Light or Sanitary Facilities 

Many older structures fail to provide adequate ventilation, light or sanitary 
facilities. This is also a characteristic often found in illegal or improper 
building conversions and in commercial buildings converted to residential 
usage. Lack of ventilation, light or sanitary facilities is presumed to adverse­
ly affect the health of building occupants (i.e., residents, employees or visi­
tors). 

Summary of Findings Regarding Lack of Ventilation, Light or Sani­
tary Facilities: 

The exterior field survey of main buildings in the Area found structures with­
out adequate mechanical ventilation, natural light and proper window area 
ratios in the Area. Structures exhibiting a lack of ventilation, light or sanitary 
facilities were recorded in less then 1 %, or 30 of the 3, 622 buildings. 

8. Inadequate Utilities 

Inadequate utilities refers to deficiencies in the capacity or condition of utili­
ties which service a property or area, including, but not limited to, storm 
drainage, water supply, electrical power, sanitary sewers, gas and electricity. 

Summary of Findings Regarding Inadequate Utilities: 

According to the City Department of Water, most of the water mains in the 
Area are over one hundred years old. The Department projects the service life 
of an underground water main to be 100 years, and any water main with three 
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or more breaks in a block is a candidate for replacement regardless of age. 
Based on data provided by the City of Chicago Department of Water, water 
mains in need of replacement were located within 97%, or 36 of the 37 Sub 
Areas identified on Exhibit E - Sub Area Key Map, included in Plan Ap­
pendix, Attachment Two. 

9. Excessive Land Coverage and Overcrowding of Structures and 
Community Facilities 

This factor may be documented by showing instances where building cover­
age is excessive. Excessive coverage refers to the over-intensive use of proper­
ty and the crowding of buildings and accessory facilities onto a site. Problem 
conditions include buildings either improperly situated on the parcel or lo­
cated on parcels of inadequate size and/or shape in relation to present-day 
standards of development for health and safety; and multiple buildings on a 
single parcel. The resulting inadequate conditions include such factors as in­
sufficient provision for light and air, increased threat of fire due to close prox­
imity to nearby buildings, lack of adequate or proper access to a public right­
of-way, lack of required off-street parking, and inadequate provision for load­
ing or service. Excessive land coverage has an adverse or blighting effect on 
nearby development because problems associated with lack of parking or 
loading areas impact adjoining properties. 

Summary of Findings Regarding Excessive Land Coverage and Over­
crowding of Structures and Community Facilities: 

Structures exhibiting 100% lot coverage with party or fire walls separating one 
structure from the next is a historical fact of high-density urban development. 
This situation is common throughout the commercial portions of the Area. 

Numerous businesses are located in structures that cover 100% of their respec­
tive lots. In other cases where the business's building may not cover the entire 
lot, the business is utilizing 100% of their lot for activities associated with 
their operations (storage, work areas, etc.). These conditions typically do not 
allow for off-street loading facilities for shipping operations, do not provide 
parking for patrons and employees, and do not allow for adequate setbacks. 
This has prompted overflow parking and truck traffic associated with normal 
business operations to utilize surrounding residential areas for parking and 
access. This condition is common along Chicago Avenue and Pulaski Road. 

In addition, numerous residential buildings exhibit excessive land coverage 
and overcrowding of structures. In many cases residential structures have 
been reconfigured to include one or two additional units within the structure 
then the original design intended. While there is still generally only one struc­
ture on a given lot there are now 3 or 4 units within that structure compared 
to only 1 or 2 when the structure was originally constructed. This has resulted 
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in increased parking demand on residential streets. The improvements asso­
ciated with 47%, or 1,869 of the 4,024 improved parcels in the Area, revealed 
some evidence of excessive land coverage or overcrowding of structures and 
community facilities. 

10. Deleterious Land Use or Layout 

Deleterious land uses include all instances of incompatible land-use relation­
ships, buildings occupied by inappropriate mixed uses, or uses which may be 
considered noxious, offensive or environmentally unsuitable. 

Summary of Findings Regarding Deleterious Land Use or Layout: 

In an area such as the Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Area where its 
character has evolved over the years, industrial, commercial and residential 
uses are often in close proximity to one another. It is not unusual to find resi­
dential structures in small pockets or isolated within a predominantly indus­
trial area or an isolated industrial use in a residential area. Although these 
areas may be excepted by virtue of age and continuous occupancy as legal non­
conforming uses (whose existence and use is thereby "grandfathered''), they 
are, nonetheless, incompatible land uses inasmuch as the predominant cha­
racter of the Area is influenced by these differing uses. In addition, the pres­
ence of abandoned vehicles, billboards, junkyards, and boarded-up vacant 
buildings are deleterious land uses that contribute to decline. Deleterious 
land uses and land use relationships were located within 95%, or 35 of the 37 
Sub Areas identified on Exhibit E - Sub Area Key Map, included in Plan 
Appendix, Attachment Two. 

11. Lack of Community Planning 

This may be counted as a factor if the Area was developed prior to, or without 
the benefit or guidance of, a community plan. This means that no community 
plan existed, was considered inadequate, and/or was virtually ignored during 
the time of the area's development. Indications of a lack of community plan­
ning include: 

1. Streets, alleys, and intersections that are too narrow or awk­
wardly configured to accommodate traffic movements. 

2. Viaducts lower than the minimum height requirements creat­
ing truck clearance problems. 

3. Tracts of land that are to small or that have awkward configu­
rations and/or unusual dimensions. 
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4. Some properties in the Area do not enjoy good access to public 
streets. 

5. Industrial land use and zoning adjacent to or within heavily 
developed residential areas without ample buffer areas. 

6. Numerous commercial and limited industrial properties exist 
that are too small to adequately accommodate appropriate off­
street parking and loading requirements. 

7. The presence of deteriorated structures and other physical con­
ditions that are further evidence of an absence of effective 
community planning. 

Summary of Findings Regarding Lack of Community Planning: 

Lack of Community Planning was observed in 36, or 97%, of the 37 Sub Areas 
identified on Exhibit E - Sub Area Key Map included in Plan Appendix, 
Attachment Two. Examples of this factor observed in the Area include: con­
versions of residential structures into commercial businesses, conversion of 
single-family and two-family residential structures into multi-family residen­
tial units; industrial and commercial uses located in predominately residen­
tial areas; street and alleys that are too narrow; commercial, industrial, insti­
tutional, multi-family conversions properties that do not provide adequate off­
street parking; and the presence of deteriorated structures and other condi­
tions that indicate the absence of effective community planning. 

12. Environmental Remediation Costs 

If an Area has incurred Illinois Environmental Protection Agency or 
United States Environmental Protection Agency remediation costs for, or 
a study conducted by an independent consultant recognized as having ex­
pertise in environmental remediation has determined a need for, the 
clean-up of hazardous waste, hazardous substances, or underground sto­
rage tanks required by State or federal law, provided that the remediation 
costs constitute a material impediment to the development or redevelop­
ment project area then this factor may be counted. 

Summary of Findings Regarding Environmental Remediation Costs: 

This factor was not identified in the Area. However, research by the City De­
partment of Environment indicated that numerous properties in the Area are 
listed in the Department's databases as having potential environmental issues. 
It was noted by the Department that prior to any demolition or rehabilitation 
activity, formal asbestos and lead-based paint surveys should be conducted. It 
was also noted by the Department that all demolition or rehabilitation activi-
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ties should be performed in accordance with all applicable permits and regu­
lations. 

13. Declining or Lagging Rate of Growth of Total Equalized As-
sessed Valuation 

If the total equalized assessed value of the proposed redevelopment project 
area has declined for 3 of the last 5 calendar years for which information is 
available, or is increasing at an annual rate that is less than the balance of 
the municipality for 3 of the last 5 calendar years for which information is 
available, or is increasing at an annual rate that is less than the Consumer 
Price Index for All Urban Consumers published by the United States De­
partment of Labor or successor agency for 3 of the last 5 calendar years for 
which information is available then this factor may be counted. 

Summary of Findings Regarding Declining or Lagging Rate of 
Growth of Total Equalized Assessed Valuation: 

Investigation of historic E.A. V. indicated the presence of this factor did not ex­
ist. However, the E.A. V. of the Area has declined in two of the last five calen­
dar years and grew slower than the balance of the City and CPI in those years 
as well. 

F. Conclusion of Investigation of Eligibility Factors for the Improved Por­
tion of the Redevelopment Project Area 

The presence of vacancies in area buildings, deteriorated, dilapidated and obsolete 
structures and site improvements, deleterious land use relationships, and lack of 
community planning are evidence of the declining conditions in the Area. In addi­
tion, these conditions are present to a meaningful extent throughout the Area and 
their presence underscores the lack of private investment and rejection of the Area 
by the private market. 

The City and the State of Illinois have designated 64% of the Area as a State of Illi­
nois Enterprise Zone and 59% of the Area as a Federal Empowerment Zone. In ad­
dition, a portion of the Area is included in a recently created Urban Renewal Area 
and is adjacent to several previously created Redevelopment Areas designated under 
the TIF mechanism. These designations are in further response to the deteriorating 
conditions in and adjacent to the Area, recognition of the significant needs, and rea­
lization that financial incentives are required to attract private investment to this 
section of the City. 

The tax increment program and redevelopment plan include measures designed to 
reduce or eliminate the deficiencies which cause the improved portion of the Area to 
qualify as a conservation area consistent with the strategy of the City of Chicago for 
revitalizing other designated redevelopment areas and industrial corridors. As do-
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cumented in this investigation and analysis, it is clear that the Area is impacted by 
a number of eligibility factors. The presence of these factors qualifies the improved 
portion of the Area as a conservation area. 

G. Analysis of Undeveloped or Vacant Property 

The Area contains 883 vacant parcels of land, or 18% of the total parcels (approx­
imately 7 4 acres of land, or 17% of the net land area exclusive of public rights-of­
way) in the Area. A number of these properties are residential properties that were 
acquired by the City under the tax reactivation program. In many instances the 
properties contained improvements that were in such a deteriorated and dilapidated 
condition that the property was cleared. Vacant land is identified in the Plan Ap­
pendix as Attachment Two, Exhibit B - Generalized Existing Land Use As­
sessment Map. The blighting factors present on vacant parcels are summarized on 
Blighting Factors Matrix of Vacant Area, Table 3-2, contained on the following 
pages. A form similar to Table 3-2 was used to document the conditions of vacant 
Area properties during field surveys and subsequent analyses. The data was consol­
idated by sub-area for each of the factors relevant to making a finding of eligibility. 

1. Obsolete Platting, Diversity of Ownership, Tax Delinquencies, Dete­
rioration of Structures in Neighboring Areas, Environmental Remed­
iation, Declining or Sub-Par E.A.V. (2 or More) 

9/25/01 

As indicated in the Act, 2 or more of the factors listed above must be present 
in order for vacant land to qualify as blighted under these factors. 

Summary of Findings Regarding Obsolete Platting: 

The result of obsolete platting of vacant land is parcels of limited or narrow 
size or configurations of parcels of irregular size or shape that would be diffi­
cult to develop on a planned basis and in a manner compatible with contem­
porary standards and requirements, or platting that failed to create rights-of­
way for streets or alleys or that created inadequate right-of-way widths for 
streets, alleys, or other public rights-of-way or that omitted easement for pub­
lic utilities. 

The vacant land located along the commercial corridors of the Area is obsolete 
in terms of current requirements for commercial development. The majority of 
these former commercial properties are platted as lots that range from 24 feet 
to 50 feet wide by 125 feet deep. These extremely narrow lots are obsolete in 
terms of contemporary commercial development standards. Lots of this size 
do not provide for adequate off-street parking and are limited in terms of reuse 
for commercial purposes. In most instances, for redevelopment to occur, mul­
tiple lots would have to be acquired to provide the minimal parking and set­
back requirements. In addition, many of the vacant residential portions of the 
Area also exhibit obsolete platting. The proximity to public rights of way and 
re-subdivision has created parcels with unusual configurations that would be 
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difficult to redevelop. The investigation of this factor indicated that obsolete 
platting was present on 40%, or 357 of the 883 vacant parcels in the Area. 

Summary of Findings Regarding Diversity of Ownership: 

Diversity of ownership refers to parcels of vacant land owned by so large a 
number of individuals or entities that the ability to assemble the land for 
development is retarded or impeded. Individual landowners own the ma­
jority of vacant lots in the Area. In other words, very few a~eas exist where 
multiple vacant lots in a block have been acquired and consolidated into 
single ownership. The primary exception to this condition is the property 
acquired by the City under the demolition-lien program (see discussion be­
low). This is particularly the case in the residential portions of the vacant 
area. In all likelihood, redevelopment of the vacant portions of the Area 
will be difficult given the scattered nature and multiplicity of owners of the 
vacant lots on a given block. The investigation of this factor indicated that 
diversity of ownership was present on 56%, or 495 of the 883 vacant par­
cels in the Area. 

Summary of Findings Regarding Tax Delinquencies: 

A majority of the City owned property in the Area was acquired under the 
tax reactivation program or demolition-lien program. In addition, as indi­
cated in the Plan Appendix, Attachment Four, 2000 Estimated EAV 
by Tax Parcel, 553 parcels were delinquent in the payment of 1999 real 
estate taxes. Most of the parcels acquired under the demolition-lien or tax 
reactivation program were acquired within the last 5 years. The investiga­
tion of this factor indicated that this factor was present on 19%, or 171 of 
the 883 vacant parcels in the Area. 

Summary of Findings Regarding Deterioration of Structures or Site 
Improvements in Neighboring Areas Adjacent to the Vacant Land: 

As indicated in the analysis of conservation area factors, approximately 98% 
of buildings and 97% of improved parcels exhibited deteriorated conditions. It 
was found that all of the vacant land is located on blocks that exhibited dete­
rioration of improved parcels or buildings. Therefore, deterioration of struc­
tures or site improvements in neighboring areas adjacent to the vacant land 
was found to exist for all of the vacant land present in the Area. 

Summary of Findings Regarding Environmental Remediation: 

Investigation did not document the presence of this factor. 
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Eligibility Study 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Area TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project City of Chicago 

Summary of Findings Regarding Declining or Sub-Par E. A. V. 
Growth: 

As noted earlier in this section investigation of historic E.A. V. indicated that 
the presence of this factor did not exist. 

With respect to this second set of factors for vacant land, only one factor is required. 

Summary of Findings Regarding Blighted Improved Area Immediate­
ly Prior to Becoming Vacant: 

As discussed previously, many of the properties indicated as vacant on Exhi­
bit B- Generalized Existing Land Use Assessment Map contained in At­
tachment Two of the Plan Appendix, were acquired under the tax reactiva­
tion program. It is evident from historic plats and photos that buildings once 
existed on many of these sites and demolition of these structures has occurred 
over time. Documentation of the conditions of many of the vacant parcels 
prior to becoming vacant is not available. Given the City's aggressive demoli­
tion and acquisition of dilapidated structures in the Area, it can be concluded 
that the demolished buildings were removed due to various factors that would 
have qualified the buildings as blighted. These conditions would have in­
cluded: 

deterioration; 
dilapidation; 
obsolescence; 
presence of structures below minimum code standards; 
abandonment; and 
excessive vacancy 

However, for the purposes of this analysis, because the conditions of these 
properties could not be documented, this factor was not shown as present with­
in the Area on Table 3-2. 

H. Conclusion of Investigation of Eligibility Factors for the Vacant Por­
tion of the Redevelopment Project Area 

As indicated in the discussion above, and on Table 3-2, the factors required to quali­
fy the vacant portion of the Area as a blighted area exist, that the presence of those 
factors were documented to a meaningful extent so that the City may reasonably 
find that the factors are clearly present within the intent of the Act, and that the 
factors were reasonably distributed throughout the vacant portion of the Area. A 
total of 628 vacant parcels, or 71% of the 883 vacant parcels, contained 2 or more of 
the first set of factors for vacant land. 

9/25/01 
Revised January 28, 2002 
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Eligibility Study 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Area TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project City of Chicago 

The tax increment program and redevelopment plan include measures designed to 
reduce or eliminate the deficiencies which cause the Area to qualify consistent with 
the strategy of the City of Chicago for revitalizing other designated redevelopment 
areas and industrial corridors. As documented in this investigation and analysis, it 
is clear that the vacant portion of the Area is impacted by a number of eligibility fac­
tors. The presence of these factors qualifies the vacant portion of the Area as a 
blighted area. 

9/25/01 
Revised January 28, 2002 

PGA V Urban Consulting 
Page 3-23 



Chicago/Central Park TIF City of Chicago 

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 



Eligibility Study 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Area TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project City of Chicago 

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

The conclusions of PGAV Urban Consulting are that the number, degree, and distri­
bution of eligibility factors in the Area as documented in this Eligibility Study war­
rant: i) the designation of the improved portion of the Area as a conservation ~rea, 
and ii) the designation of the vacant portion of the Area as a blighted area as set 
forth in the Act. Below is a summary table highlighting the factors found to exist in 
the Area that causes it to qualify. 

A. Conservation Area Statutory Factors 

9/25/01 

FACTORI EXISTING IN 
AREA2 

Age3 96% ofbldgs. 
exceed 35 years 

of age. 

1 Dilapidation Minor Extent 

2 Obsolescence Minor Extent 

3 Deterioration Major Extent 

4 Illegal use of individual structures Minor Extent 

5 Presence of structures below minimum code stan- Minor Extent 
dards 

6 Excessive vacancies Minor Extent 

7 Lack of ventilation, light or sanitary facilities Minor Extent 

8 Inadequate utilities Major Extent 

9 Excessive land coverage Minor Extent 

10 Deleterious land use or layout Major Extent 

11 Environmental clean-up Not Present 

12 Lack of Community Planning Major Extent 

13 Declining or sub-par E.A.V. growth Not Present 
Notes: 

1 Only three factors are required by the Act for eligibility. Eleven factors are present in the 
Area. 

2 Factors found to exist on more then 50% of the structures or sub-areas in the Area were 
identified as being found to a major extent. Factors found to exist on less then 50% of the 
structures or sub-areas in the Area were identified as being found to a minor extent. Four 
factors were found to exist to a major extent and seven were found to exist to a minor extent. 

3 Age, although not a blighting factor for designation, is a threshold that must be met before 
an Area can qualify as a Conservation Area. 

Revised January 28, 2002 
PGAV Urban Consulting 
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Eligibility Study 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Area TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

B. Blighted Area Statutory Factors 

FACTOR 

1 Two or more of the following factors: 

1. Obsolete platting (Present on 40% of Vacant Parcels) 

11. Diversity of ownership (Present on 56% of Vacant 
Parcels) 

iii. Tax and assessment delinquencies (Present on 19% 
of Vacant Parcels) 

iv. Deterioration of Structures in Neighboring Areas 
(Present on 100% of Vacant Parcels) 

v. Environmental Remediation (Not Present) 

vi. Declining or Sub-Par E.A.V. Growth (Not Present) 

Or 

2 Area immediately prior to becoming vacant qualified as 
a blighted improved area; 

Or 

3 Area consists of unused quarry or quarries; 

Or 

4 Area consists of unused rail yards, rail tracks or rail-
road right-of-way; 

Or 

5 Area prior to designation is subject to chronic flooding 
caused by improvements; 

Or 

6 Area consists of unused disposal site containing earth, 
stone, building debris, etc.; 

Or 

7 Area is not less than 50 nor more than 100 acres and 
75% is vacant; 

Note: 

City of Chicago 

EXISTING IN VACANT/ 
UNIMPROVED PORTION 
OF AREA 

YES 

Not Applicable 

Not Applicable 

Not Applicable 

Not Applicable 

Not Applicable 

Not Applicable 

Area qualifies per statutory requirements. Only one factor is required by the Act. 

9/25/01 
Revised January 28, 2002 
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Eligibility Study 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Area TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project City of Chicago 

Although it may be concluded that the mere presence of the stated eligibility factors 
noted above may be sufficient to make a finding of qualification as a conservation 
area or a vacant blighted area, this evaluation was made on the basis that the fac­
tors must be present to an extent that would lead reasonable persons to conclude 
that public intervention is appropriate or necessary. From the data presented in 
this report it is clear that the eligibility factors are reasonably distributed through­
out the Area. 

In addition, the Area on the whole has not been subject to growth and investment by 
private enterprise and is not expected to do so without the adoption of the Plan. Age 
and the requirements of contemporary commercial tenants and decline of residential 
areas have caused portions of the Area and its building stock to become obsolete and 
deteriorated and may result in further disinvestments that will not be overcome 
without action by the City. These conditions have been previously documented in 
this report. All properties within the Area will benefit from the TIF program. 

The conclusions presented in this Eligibility Study are those of the Consultant. The 
local governing body should review this Eligibility Study and, if satisfied with the 
summary of findings contained herein, adopt a resolution making a finding of a con­
servation area for the improved portion of the Area and a finding of a blighted area 
for the vacant portion of the Area and making this Eligibility Study a part of the 
public record. 

The analysis contained herein was based upon data assembled by PGAV Urban 
Consulting. The study and survey of the Area indicate the requirements necessary 
for designation as a combination conservation area and a blighted area, are present. 
Therefore, the Area qualifies as a combination conservation area and a vacant 
blighted area to be designated as a redevelopment project area and eligible for Tax 
Increment Financing under the Act. 

9/25/01 
Revised January 28, 2002 
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ExhibitA · 
Boundary Map ofTIF Area 
Chicago I Central Park Redevelopment Area 
City of Chicago, Illinois 
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Exhibit B · 
Generalized Existing Land Use Assessment Map 
Chicago I Central Park Redevelopment Area 
City of Chicago, Illinois 
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Exhibit C. 
Generalized Land Use Plan 
Chicago I Central Park Redevelopment Area 
City of Chicago, Illinois 
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Exhibit D · 
Existing Zoning Map 
Chicago I Central Park Redevelopment Area 
City of Chicago, Illinois 
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Exhibit E · 
Sub-Area Key Map 
Chicago I Central Park Redevelopment Area 
City of Chicago, Illinois 
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Exhibit F · 
Empowerment & Enterprise Zones Map 
Chicago I Central Park Redevelopment Area 
City of Chicago, Illinois 
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Attachment Three 
Legal Description 





CIDCAGO I CENTRAL PARK REDEVELOPMENT AREA 

ALL THAT PART OF SECTIONS 2, 3 AND 11 IN TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, 
RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN BOUNDED AND 
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGINNING AT THE POINT OF INTERSECTION OF THE EAST LINE OF 
NORTH KEELER AVENUE WITH THE SOUTH LINE OF WEST DIVISION 
STREET; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF WEST DIVISION STREET 
TO THE EAST LINE OF LOT 40 IN BLOCK 6 IN MJLLS AND SONS SUBDNISION 
OF BLOCKS 1, 2, 7 AND 8 IN THE RESUBDIVISION OF BLOCKS 1 AND 2 IN THE 
FOSTER SUBDIVISION OF THE EAST HALF OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER 
OF SECTION 3, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD 
PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 40 BEING ALSO THE WEST 
LINE OF THE ALLEY WEST OF NORTH PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF THE ALLEY WEST OF 
NORTH PULASKI ROAD TO THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 29 IN BLOCK 1 IN 
ELLSWORTH T. MARTIN'S SUBDIVISION OF BLOCKS 1 AND 2 OF THE 
RESUBDIVISION OF BLOCKS 5 AND 6 IN THE FOSTER SUBDIVISION OF THE 
EAST HALF OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 3, TOWNSHIP 39 
NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, SAID SOUTH 
LINE OF LOT 29 BEING ALSO THE NORTH LINE OF THE ALLEY NORTH OF 
WEST CHICAGO AVENUE; 

THENCE EAST ALONG THE EASTERLY EXTENSION OF SAID SOUTH 
LINE OF LOT 29 IN BLOCK 1 IN ELLSWORTH T. MARTIN'S SUBDIVISION TO 
THE WEST LINE OF LOT 19 IN SAID BLOCK 1 IN ELLSWORTH T. MARTIN'S 
SUBDNISION, SAID WEST LINE OF LOT 19 BEING ALSO THE EAST LINE OF 
THE ALLEY WEST OF NORTH PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF THE ALLEY WEST 
OF NORTH PULASKI ROAD TO THE NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT 19 IN BLOCK l 
IN ELLSWORTH T. MARTIN'S SUBDIVISION; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT 19 IN 
BLOCK 1 IN ELLSWORTH T. MARTIN'S SUBDIVISION TO THE WEST LINE OF 
NORTH PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF NORTH PULASKI 
ROAD TO THE WESTERLY EXTENSION OF THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 30 IN 
BLOCK 7 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION OF THE WEST HALF OF THE 
SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER AND THE EAST 

Chicago Guarantee Survey Co. 
601 S. La Salle St., Ste. 400, Chicago, Ill., 60605 
Ordered by: P. G. A. V. 

July 3, 2001 
Order No. 0102017 R2 



HALF OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF 
SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL 
MERIDIAN, SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 30BEING ALSO THE NORTH LINE OF 
THE ALLEY NORTH OF CHICAGO AVENUE; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID WESTERLY EXTENSION AND 
ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF THE ALLEY NORTH OF CHICAGO AVENUE TO 
THE EAST LINE OF NORTH HARDING A VENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH HARDING 
A VENUE TO THE EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 6 IN 
THE SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 4 IN F. HARDING'S SUBDIVISION OFTHE WEST 
HALF OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 11, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, 
RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID EASTERLY EXTENSION AND THE 
NORTH LINE OF LOT 6 IN THE SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 4 IN F. HARDING'S 
SUBDIVISION, SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 6 BEING ALSO THE SOUTH LINE OF 
THE ALLEY SOUTH OF CHICAGO A VENUE, TO THE WEST LINE OF LOTS 6 
THROUGH 24, BOTH INCLUSIVE, IN SAID SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 4 IN F. 
HARDING'S SUBDIVISION, SAID WEST LINE OF LOTS 6 THROUGH 24, 
INCLUSIVE, BEING ALSO THE EAST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST OF NORTH 
PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST 
OF NORTH PULASKI ROAD TO THE EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE NORTH 
LINE OF LOTS l THROUGH 5, INCLUSIVE, IN THE SUBDIVISION OF LOTS 25 
TO 29, INCLUSIVE, OF BLOCK 4 OF F. HARDING'S SUBDIVISION, SAID NORTH 
LINE OF LOTS 25 TO 29, INCLUSIVE, BEING ALSO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE 
ALLEY NORTH OF WEST HURON STREET; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID EASTERLY EXTENSION AND THE 
SOUTH LINE OF THE ALLEY NORTH OF WEST HURON STREET TO THE EAST 
LINE OF NORTH PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH PULASKI 
ROAD TO THE NORTH LINE OF WEST HURON STREET; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF WEST HURON 
STREET TO THE EAST LINE OF NORTH HARDING A VENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH HARDING 
A VENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 46 IN BLOCK 6 IN .FITCH'S 
SUBDIVISION OF BLOCKS 5, 6 AND 11 OF F. HARDING'S SUBDIVISION, IN 
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THE WEST HALF OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 11, TOWNSHIP 
39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 46 IN BLOCK 6 
IN FITCH'S SUBDNISION AND THE EASTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE 
WEST LINE OF LOTS 1 THROUGH 24, INCLUSIVE, IN SAID BLOCK 6 IN 
FITCH'S SUBDIVISION, SAID WEST LINE OF LOTS 1 THROUGH 24, 
INCLUSNE, BEING ALSO THE EAST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST OF NORTH 
HARDING AVENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST 
OF NORTH HARDING AVENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF WEST OHIO STREET; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF WEST OHIO 
STREET TO THE WEST LINE OF NORTH HARDING AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF NORTH HARDING 
AVENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF WEST ERIE STREET; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF WEST ERIE 
STREET TO THE EAST LINE OF NORTH PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH PULASKI 
ROAD TO THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 42 IN THE SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 12 OF 
F, HARDING'S SUBDIVISION, IN THE WEST HALF OF THE NORTHWEST 
QUARTER OF SECTION 11, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE 
THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 42 IN THE 
SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 12 OF F. HARDING'S SUBDIVISION. AND THE 
EASTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE WEST LINE OF LOTS 1 THROUGH 
14, INCLUSIVE, IN SAID SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 12 OF F. HARDING'S 
SUBDIVISION, SAID WEST LINE OF LOTS 1 THROUGH 14, INCLUSIVE, BEING 
ALSO THE EAST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST OF PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST 
OF PULASKI ROAD TO THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 14 IN SAID SUBDIVISION OF 
BLOCK 12 OF F. HARDING'S SUBDNISION; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 14 IN SAID 
SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 12 OF F. HARDING'S SUBDIVISION AND THE 
EASTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE EAST LINE OF HARDING AVENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF HARDING AVENUE 
TO THE EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 4 IN THE 
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SUBDIVISION OF THE EAST HALF OF BLOCK 13 IN F. HARDING'S 
SUBDIVISION, IN THE WEST HALF OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF 
SECTION 11, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD 
PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID THE EASTERLY EXTENSION AND 
THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 4 IN THE SUBDIVISION OF THE EAST HALF OF 
BLOCK 13 IN F. HARDING'S SUBDIVISION TO THE WEST LINE OF LOTS 1 
THROUGH 24, INCLUSIVE, IN SAID SUBDIVISION OF THE EAST HALF OF 
BLOCK 13 lN F. HARDING'S SUBDIVISION, SAID WEST LINE OF LOTS 1 
THROUGH 24, INCLUSIVE, BEING ALSO THE EAST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST 
OF NORTH PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST 
OF NORTH PULASKI ROAD TO THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 15 IN SAID 
SUBDIVISION OF THE EAST HALF OF BLOCK 13 IN F. HARDING'S 
SUBDIVISION; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 15 IN SAID' 
SUBDIVISION OF THE EAST HALF OF BLOCK 13 IN F. HARDING'S 
SUBDIVISION AND THE EASTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE EAST 
LINE OF NORTH HARDING AVENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH HARDING 
A VENUE TO THE NORTH LINE OF THE RIGHT OF WAY OF THE CHICAGO 
AND NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF THE RIGHT OF 
WAY OF THE CHICAGO AND NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD TO THE EAST 
LINE OF NORTH PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH PULASKI 
ROAD TO THE SOUTH LINE OF TF.IE RIGHT OF WAY OF SAID CHICAGO AND 
NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF THE RIGHT OF 
WAY OF SAID CHICAGO AND NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD TO THE EAST 
LINE OF NORTH AVERS A VENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH AVERS 
A VENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 27 IN LAKE STREET & CENTRAL PARK 
SUBDIVISION OF PART OF THE WEST HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER 
OF SECTION 11, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD 
PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 27 BEING ALSO THE 
NORTH LINE OF THE ALLEY NORTH OF LAKE STREET; 
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THENCE EAST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF THE ALLEY 
NORTH OF LAKE STREET AND THE EASTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO 
THE WEST LINE OF LOT 13 IN SAID LAKE STREET & CENTRAL PARK 
SUBDIVISION, SAID WEST LINE OF LOT 13 BEING ALSO THE EAST LINE OF 
THE ALLEY WEST OF NORTH HAMLIN AVENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF THE ALLEY WEST 
OF NORTH HAMLIN AVENUE TO THE NORTH LINE OF WEST LAKE STREET; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF WEST LAKE 
STREET TO THE EAST LINE OF NORTH HAMLIN AVE.; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH HAMLIN 
A VENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE CHICAGO & NORTHWESTERN 
RAILROAD COMPANY RIGHT OF WAY IN THE EAST HALF OF THE 
SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 11, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 
EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF THE CHICAGO & 
NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY RIGHT OF WAY TO THE WEST LINE 
OF VACATED NORTH CENTRAL PARK AVENUE, SAID WEST LINE OF 
VACATED NORTH CENTRAL PARK A VENUE BEING A LINE 10 FEET WEST OF 
AND PARALLEL WITH THE WEST LINE OF THE WEST HALF OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 11, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 
EAST OF THE UIIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF VACATED NORTH 
CENTRAL PARK AVENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF VACATED CENTRAL 
PARK AVENUE; SAID SOUTH LINE OF VACATED CENTRAL PARK AVENUE 
BEING A LINE 86 FEET SOUTH OF AND PARALLEL WITH THE SOUTH LINE 
OF THE CHICAGO & NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY RIGHT OF 
WAY; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF VACATED CENTRAL 
PARK A VENUE TO THE EAST LINE OF NORTH CENTRAL PARK AVENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH CENTRAL PARK 
AVENUE TO THE NORTH LINE OF WEST LAKE STREET; 

THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF WEST LAKE 
STREET TO THE WEST LINE OF NORTH KEDZIE A VENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF NORTH KEDZIE 
AVENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE CHICAGO & NORTHWESTERN 
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RAILROAD COMPANY RIGHT OF WAY IN THE EAST HALF OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 11, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 
EAST OF THE THIRD PRlNCIP AL MERIDIAN; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF THE CHICAGO & 
NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY RIGHT OF WAY TO THE EAST LINE 
OF THE EAST HALF OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 11, 
TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL 
MERIDIAN; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF THE EAST HALF OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 11, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 
EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN TO THE NORTH LINE OF 
AFORESAID CHICAGO & NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY RIGHT OF 
WAY; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF THE CHICAGO & 
NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY RIGHT OF WAY TO THE WEST LINE 
OF NORTH KEDZIE AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF NORTH KEDZIE AVENUE 
TO THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF THE CHICAGO, MIL WAUKEE, ST. PAUL & 
PACIFIC RAILROAD RIGHT OF WAY IN THE EAST HALF OF THE SOUTHEAST 
QUARTER OF SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE 
THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN 

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF 
THE CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE, ST. PAUL & PACIFIC RAILROAD RIGHT OF 
WAY TO THE EAST LINE OF NORTH SPAULDING AVENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH SPAULDING 
A VENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF WEST CHICAGO AVENUE; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF WEST CHICAGO 
AVENUE TO THE SOUTHERLY EXTENSlON OF THE EAST LINE OF LOT 43 IN 
CHRISTIANA, A SUBDIVISION OF THE EAST HALF OF LOT 5 IN SUPERIOR 
COURT PARTITION OF THE EAST HALF OF SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, 
RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, SAID EAST LINE OF 
LOT 43 IN CHRISTIANA BEING ALSO THE WEST LINE OF NORTH 
CHRISTIANA A VENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY EXTENSION AND THE 
WEST LINE OF NORTH CHRISTIANA AVENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 71 
IN SAID CHRISTIANA, A SUBDIVISION OF THE EAST HALF OF LOT 5 IN 
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SUPERIOR COURT PARTITION OF THE EAST HALF OF SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 
39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 71 IN CHRISTIANA 
AND ALONG THE WESTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE EAST LINE OF 
LOT 19IN BLOCK 3 OF WILSON AND GOULD'S SUBDIVISION OF THE WEST 
HALF OF LOT 5 IN SUPERIOR COURT PARTITION OF THE EAST HALF OF 
SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL 
MERIDIAN, SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 19 BEING ALSO THE WEST LINE OF THE 
ALLEY WEST OF NORTH CHRISTIANA AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 19 IN BLOCK 3 OF 
WILSON AND GOULD'S SUBDIVISION TO THE NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT l9, 
SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 19 BEING ALSO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE ALLEY 
SOUTH OF WEST WALTON STREET; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF THE ALLEY SOUTH OF 
WEST WALTON STREET AND ALONG THE WESTERLY EXTENSION 
THEREOF TO THE EAST LINE OF LOTS 10 AND l1 IN SAID BLOCK 3 OF 
WILSON AND GOULD'S SUBDIVISION, SAID EAST LINE OF LOTS 10 AND 11 
BEING ALSO THE WEST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST OF NORTH HOMAN 
AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST OF 
NORTH HOMAN AVENUE TO THE SOUTR LINE OF WEST AUGUSTA 
BOULEVARD 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF WEST AUGUSTA 
BOULEY ARD TO THE WEST LINE OF NORTH TRUMBULL AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF NORTH TRUMBULL 
A VENUE TO THE WESTERLY EXTENSION OF THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 19 IN 
THE SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 1 IN DICKEY'S FOURTH ADDITION TO 
CHICAGO~ A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 
EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 19 
BEING ALSO THE NORTH LINE OF THE ALLEY NORTH OF WEST AUGUSTA 
BOULEVARD; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID WESTERLY EXTENSION AND THE SOUTH 
LINE OF LOT 19 IN THE SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 1 IN DICKEY'S FOURTH 
ADDITION TO CHICAGO TO THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 19, SAID EAST LINE 
OF LOT 19 BEING ALSO THE WEST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST OF NORTH 
TRUMBULL AVENUE; 
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THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST OF 
NORTH TRUMBULL AVENUE TO THE NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF LOT 22 IN 
THE SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 1 IN DICKEY'S FOURTH ADDITION TO 
CHICAGO, SAID NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF LOT 22 BEING ALSO THE 
SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST OF NORTH TRUMBULL 
AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF 
THE ALLEY EAST OF NORTH TRUMBULL AVENUE TO THE NORTH LINE OF 
LOT 23 IN SAID SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 1 IN DICKEY'S FOURTH ADDITION 
TO CHICAGO, SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 23 BEING ALSO THE SOUTH LINE 
OF A PUBLIC ALLEY; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 23 IN THE 
SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 1 IN DICKEY'S FOURTH ADDITION TO CHICAGO 
AND ALONG THE WESTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE WEST LINE OF 
NORTH TRUMBULL AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF NORTH TRUMBULL 
AVENUE TO THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF WEST GRAND A VENUE; 

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF 
WEST GRAND AVENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF WEST THOMAS STREET; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF WEST THOMAS STREET 
TO THE SOUTHERLY EXTENSION OF THE EAST LINE OF LOT 5 IN CHARLES 
H. KUSEL'S SUBDIVISION OF PART OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 
EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 5 
BEING ALSO THE WEST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST OF NORTH CENTRAL 
PARK AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY EXTENSION AND THE 
WEST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST OF NORTH CENTRAL PARK A VENUE TO 
THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 10 IN SAID CHARLES H. KUSEL'S SUBDIVISION; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 10 IN CHARLES H. 
KUSEL'S SUBDIVISION AND ALONG THE WESTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF 
TO THE WEST LINE OF NORTH CENTRAL PARK AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF NORTH CENTRAL PARK 
A VENUE TO THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 16 IN BLOCK 1 OF TREAT'S 
SUBDIVISION OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHWEST 
QUARTER OF SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE 
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THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 16 BEING ALSO 
THE SOUTH LINE OF THE ALLEY SOUTH OF WEST GRAND AVENUE; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 16 IN BLOCK 1 OF 
TREAT'S SUBDIVISION TO THE WEST LINE OF SAID LOT 16, SAID WEST LINE 
OF LOT 16 BEING ALSO THE EAST LINE OF THE ALLEY WEST OF NORTH 
CENTRAL PARK AVENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF LOT 16 TO THE 
EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 42 IN SAID BLOCK 1 OF 
TREAT'S SUBDIVISION; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID EASTERLY EXTENSION AND THE SOUTH 
LINE OF LOT 42 IN BLOCK 1 OF TREAT'S SUBDIVISION AND ALONG THE 
WESTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE WEST LINE OF NORTH 
MONTICELLO A VENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF NORTH MONTICELLO 
A VENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF WEST DIVISION STREET; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE bF WEST DIVISION STREET 
TO A LINE PERPENDICULAR TO THE SOUTH LINE OF WEST DIVISION 
STREET, SAID PERPENDICULAR LINE HAVING A SOUTHERLY TERMINUS ON 
THE SOUTH LINE OF WEST DIVISION STREET AND A NORTHERLY 
TERMINUS AT THE POINT OF INTERSECTION OF THE NORTH LINE OF WEST 
DIVISION STREET WITH THE NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF LOT 46 IN BLOCK 15 
OF BEEBE'S SUBDIVISION OF THE EAST HALF OF THE NORTHWEST 
QUARTER OF SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE 
THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN (EXCEPT 5 ACRES IN THE NORTHEAST 
QUARTER THEREOF), SAID NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF LOT 46 BEING ALSO 
THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF THE ALLEY SOUTHWEST OF WEST GRAND 
AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID PERPENDICULAR LINE TO SAID POINT 
OF INTERSECTION OF THE NORTH LINE OF WEST DIVISION STREET WITH 
THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF THE ALLEY SOUTHWEST OF WEST GRAND 
AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF 
THE ALLEY SOUTHWEST OF WEST GRAND AVENUE TO THE EAST LINE OF 
NORTH HAMLIN A VENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH HAMLIN 
AVENUE TO THE EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 12 IN 
BLOCK 6 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION IN THE WEST HALFOF THE 
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NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 
EAST OF THE THIRD PRJNCIP AL MERIDIAN; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID EASTERLY EXTENSION AND THE NORTH 
LINE OF LOT 12 IN BLOCK 6 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION AND 
ALONG THE WESTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE EAST LINE OF LOT 43 
IN SAID BLOCK 6 IN THOMAS J. DNEN'S SUBDIVISION; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE .OF LOT 43 IN SAID BLOCK 6 
IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION TO THE NORTHEASTERLY LINE 
THEREOF; 

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF 
LOT 43 AND ALONG THE NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF LOT 44 IN SAID BLOCK 
6 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION AND ALONG THE NORTHWESTERLY 
EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE WEST LINE OF AVERS A VENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF AVERS AVENUE TO THE 
NORTH LINE OF LOT 12 IN BLOCK 5 IN SAID THOMAS J. DIVEN'S 
SUBDIVISION; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 12 IN BLOCK 5 IN 
THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION AND ALONG THE WESTERLY EXTENSION 
THEREOF TO THE EAST LINE OF LOT 57 IN SAID BLOCK 5 IN THOMAS J. 
DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 57 IN SAID BLOCK 5 
IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION TO THE NORTHEASTERLY LINE 
THEREOF; 

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF 
LOT 57 IN SAID BLOCK 5 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION AND ALONG 
THE NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF LOT 58 IN SAID BLOCK 5 AND ALONG THE 
NORTHWESTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE WEST LINE OF NORTH 
SPRJNGFIELD AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF NORTH SPRJNGFIELD 
AVENUE TO THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 4 IN THE RESUBDIVISION OF LOTS 12 
TO 16 IN BLOCK 1 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDNISION; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 4 IN THE 
RESUBDIVISION OF LOTS 12 TO 16 IN BLOCK i IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S 
SUBDIVISION AND ALONG THE WESTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE 
EAST LINE OF LOT 21 IN BLOCK 1 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION; 
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THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 21 AND ALONG THE . 
EAST LINE OF LOT 22 IN BLOCK 1 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION TO 
THE NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 22; 

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF 
LOT 22 IN BLOCK 1 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION AND ALONG THE 
NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF LOT 23 IN SAID BLOCK 1 AND ALONG THE 
NORTHWESTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE WEST LINE OF HARDING 
AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF HARDING AVENUE TO 
THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 1 IN THE RESUBDIVISION OF LOTS 12 TO 15 1N 
BLOCK2INTHOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 1 IN THE 
RESUBDIVISION OF LOTS 12 TO 15 IN BLOCK 2 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S 
SUBDIVISION AND ALONG THE WESTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE 
EAST LINE OF LOT 35 IN BLOCK 2IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 35 AND ALONG THE 
EAST LINE OF LOT 36 IN BLOCK 2 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION TO 
THE NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 36; 

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF 
LOT 36 IN BLOCK 2 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION AND ALONG THE 
NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF LOT 37IN SAID BLOCK 2 TO THE EAST LINE OF 
NORTH PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF PULASKI ROAD TO THE 
EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE SOUTH LINE OF WEST KAMERLING 
AVENUE; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID EASTERLY EXTENSION AND THE SOUTH 
LINE OF WEST KAMERLING AVENUE TO THE EAST LINE OF LOT 11 IN 
BLOCK 4 OF DAMAREST AND KAMERLING'S GRAND AVENUE SUBDIVISION 
OF THE NORTH HALF OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST 
QUARTER OF SECTION 3, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE 
THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 11 BEING ALSO THE 
WEST LINE OF THE ALLEY WEST OF NORTH PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF THE ALLEY WEST OF 
NORTH PULASKI ROAD AND ALONG THE SOUTHERLY EXTENSION 
THEREOF TO THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 30 IN SOLOMON BOEHM'S 
RESUBDIVISION OF LOTS 1 TO 43, BOTH INCLUSIVE, IN BLOCK 1 OF 
STRAYHORN'S SUBDIVISION OF THE SOUTH HALF OF THE SOUTHEAST 
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QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 3, TOWNSIDP 39 
NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, SAID NORTH 
LINE OF LOT 30 BEING ALSO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE ALLEY SOUTH OF 
WEST POTOMAC AVENUE; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 30 IN SOLOMON 
BOEHM'S RESUBDIVISION TO THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 30; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 30 IN SOLOMON 
BOEHM'S RESUBDNISIONTO THE NORTH LINE OF WEST CRYSTAL STREET; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF WEST CRYSTAL STREET 
TO THE NORTHERLY EXTENSION OF THE EAST LINE OF LOT 4 IN THE 
RESUBDIVISION OF LOTS 1 TO 10, BOTH INCLUSIVE, IN BLOCK 4 OF 
STRAYHORN'S SUBDIVISION OF THE SOUTH HALF OF THE SOUTHEAST 
QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 3, TOWNSHIP 39 
NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID NORTHERLY EXTENSION AND THE 
EAST LINE OF LOT 4 IN THE RESUBDIVISION OF LOTS 1 TO 10, BOTH 
INCLUSIVE, 1N BLOCK 4 OF STRAYHORN'S SUBDIVISION TO THE SOUTH 
LINE OF SAID LOT 4, SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 4 BEING ALSO THE NORTH 
LINE OF THE ALLEY NORTH OF WEST DIVISION STREET; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF THE ALLEY NORTH OF 
WEST DIVISION STREET TO THE EAST LINE OF NORTH KOSTNER AVENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH KOSTNER 
AVENUE TO THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 20 IN BLOCK 1 OF CASTLE'S 
SUBDIVISION OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST 
QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 3, TOWNSHIP 39 
NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, SAID NORTH 
LINE OF LOT 3 BEING ALSO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE ALLEY SOUTH OF 
WEST DIVISION STREET; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF THE ALLEY SOUTH OF 
WEST DIVISION STREET AND ALONG THE EASTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF 
TO THE EAST LINE OF NORTH KEELER AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH KEELER AVENUE 
TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING AT THE SOUTH LINE OF WEST DIVISION 
STREET; 

ALL IN THE CITY OF CIDCAGO, COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS. 

Chicago Guarantee Survey Co. 
601 S. La Salle St., Ste. 400, Chicago, Ill., 60605 
Ordered by: P. G. A. V. 
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Attachment Four 
2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 





Chicago I Central Park 
Redevelopment Ptan and Project 

09/2512001 

COUNT 

1 

4 

6 

8 
9 

10 

18 
'i9 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
2S 
2& 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 

14 
15 

16 

S1 
52 
53 
~4 

ss 
56 
s; 
58 
59 
80 
&1 
&2 
113 

. 114 
85 
.~6-
87 
68 

TO 
71 
72 

75 
76 
T 
78 
79 

61 

83 

Revised Jan~ary 28, 2002 

PIN NUMBER 

160212301)9 
1602123010 
16021230 
16021230' 
16021230' 
160 231 
160 15 
160 23 16 

60 123 16 

60212302 
w; 12302' 

1602123023 
123024 

23 
)2123031. 
)2123032 

)21240' 
124012 

:124013 
124014 
124015 
1241 16 
241 

1602' 241 18 
1602'241 19 

)2' 2500' 

00 

!125~ 

12·1250 

602 
602 

602 
1602 

1602' 

1602125027 
1602120028 
;o212s029 

o~· 131 

;()2' 134 
160; 135 
1602' 138 
1602125039 
1602125040 
160212®01 

1602126004 

02' :6006 
02 ~6007 

021: ~009 
:6010 

021:6011 

2D110 EAV 

16,743 
,259 

18,802 
1U11 
15.956 
11 

,69 

1• 
2U.41 

1,1' 
!;:59 

'2C 05 
2C 156 
4. :gz 

22 295 
15 509 

4, 85 
4. ·ll5 

·2< 185 
!42 

',025 
24,54G 
25,010 
11,251 
2;1,14< 
38,433 
23,147 
2' ,731 
20.eH 
50,118 
21,019 

'/58 
2495' 

341 

15 
15.3< 
15,81 
14.7: 
16,8< 
'22.8! 

20. 38 
15,340 
20;'72 
22,375 
2' ,924 
2' ,781 
2' ,879 

,825 
,268 
,1;% 

',984 
1,842 

1,680 
).475 
,102 
751 

.144 
044 

,125 
169 
374 
~53 

',856 
22,402 
j4,913 
15,29' 
17,85: 
t7,512 

2000 EAV ~lbll for Cenltal Park Redevelopmenl P)an.J<Is 

2000 Estimated EAV by rax Parcel 

TAX RESIDENTIAL 

DEUNQUENJ UNITTYilE1 """~~~.;;,~'"'-
0 
·o 
0 
0 
0 
0 

YES 
0 

YES 0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0, 
0 
0 
0 

o. 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

IXEDUSE 
ri-FAMILY 2 
LE FAMI!.Y 
.E FAMII.Y 
.E fM'II'.Y 1 
TI·FAM 2 

IGLEFM .v· 
fl·fAMI 2 
ri·FAM 2 

SIIGLEFA!>I ~y 1 
Sl GLE FAA .Y 

i Sl IGLE FAMILY 1 
•Ul r~FAMILY 2 

3LEFAMIL 
~LEFAMI.Y 

LEFAMIS 
ri·FAMl.Y 
LE FAMI.Y 
I.EFM .Y 
fi•FAM .y 2 

Sl LE FAt; .Y 
TI·FAM LY 

$1 LEFA~ .Y 
SJ LEFAtl .Y 
Sl~ GI.E FAMILY 
MU .TI·FAM 
MU fi·FAM .Y 

MUlTI-FAMILY 
YES MU Ln·FAMILY 2 

ULrHAI LV 
UL rl·FAI~ILY 

YES I SNG.Et'AMJLY 
INC 'F, cY 

0 

UL 'I·FAI LY 2 
NG ,E FA 
UL 'l·t'AI 2 
NG EFAMILY 
IN~ 'FAI LY 1 
NC cF:A~ 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

2 

1 

2 

1 

2 
_1 

1 
2 
0 
1 
1 
1 
2 

2 
2 
2 

0 

2 

0 

""""'"""" rKVI"I:I(I A~lw~vrmi,R~!;;~.,!I'I 

1'257 N PUL 
1:251 N PUl I 
1249 N PULA 
1245.N P LAI 
~43NP 

:391\1 f' 
:37 N P :lKI 
:33 N P SKI 
:_31_N Pl.l .SKI 
!27 N PU .SKI 

225 N PL LASKI 
121 N PLLA5KI 
! 19 N PULASKI 
215NPU~ 

1254 N HARDING 
1250 N HARDIN• 
1:248 N HARDIN< 
1246 
242 IH• 
240 I HA 

36 ~A 
34 ~A 
32 ~A 

30. ~A 
26 .fA 

124 ~A 

220 I HARDIN( 
1218 N HARDIN! 

_3_944 W DIVISION 
3934 W DIVISION 

1255-5 I HARDING 
1263 ~ARDING 

liARD lNG 
HARDING 
HARDING 
HARDING 

'N HARDING 
iN HARDING 

12: N HARDING 
12< IN HARDING 
12< • N HARDING 

City of Chicago 

1 
PGAV ·Urban Consulting 



CljiCJ1gO I Genlral Park. 
Redevelop(llent Plan and Projed 

0912512.001 
ReviS:t!"d January28, 2002 

PIN NUMBER 

2"00.0 EAV li>dlibll for Genital Par~ Re~ellllh~pment Plan.xls 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAi< 
DELINQUENT 

CUy or C~icago 

2 
PGAV .Urb,ap Co'nsu\llnG 



Chicago I Central Pari< 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

09/26/2001 

COUNT 

1Gi 
168 

i9 

r3 

75 

191 

193 
'84 

1 

10 
11 

212 
213 
214 
215 
2,16 
21 
218 
219 
228 

_221 
222 
223 
224 

_225 
229 
227 

!8 

12 
233 

_235 
_2: 
2! 
2: 
2! 

2• 
_2<13 

_2• 5 
2~ 

24 

Re'ilsed January 28, 2002 

PIN NUMBER 

602128022 
602128023 
16021 

6021 
16021 

1280 

16( 
160 80 

160 

1802130032 
1602'130033 
1602130034 
1602130036 
1602130036 
160; 130037 
1602130038 

16C 
so; 

15 

1000 

1.6 10~5 

1026 
160: 10<1 
160: 1029 
1602300029 
1602300030 
160230003' 

502~ 

23 

1602301011 
1602301011 
1602301012 

>2301014 

)230 16 
130 
130 18 

!0230 
!60 130 )2C 
160 !30 )21 

02301022 

023Q12~ 

11 12301026 

200~ EAV 

.. 44i 
',261 

093 
.205 

13,183 
22.' 53 
i,115 

6, 

97 
5, 
16.939 
1E 178 
30,698 

1,6i 
',lr. 

14.0• 
20, 
20 
19,9: 
19,9' 
19.~ 
19,9' 
51,776 
20 154 
21,866 
6,046 

3!1.495 
·,972 

21,783 
211,438 
~ 95 

15 ,163 
18,164 
6,115 
6. 15 

21, 12 
18,"80 
18, 
57, 
22, 

2l 
11 
!4,: 

13. 
19, 
13. 
13, 

107,001 

2 

',595 
,366 

!.2• 
1,& 
.e: 
;,o 

'6 
j0 

11 ~9 

2000 EAV El<hibll for Central Park Redevelopment Plan.xle 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAX RESIDENTIAL 
DELINQUENT UNIT TYPE1 

itS 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

fES 

MULTI·FAMI.Y 
• SINGLE FAI cY 
SINGLE ~liM _y 
SINGLE FAM _y 
SINGLEFAM LV 
MULfi·FAMI.Y 

SINGLE FAMilY 
SINGLE FAMIL 

MULTI-FAMILY 

SINGLE FAMILY 

MULTI·FAMil 
MUL TI·FIIMIL 

ULTI·FAMIL 
ULTI·FAMIL 

rt·FAMIL 

ULfi·FAMIL 
fi·FAMIL 

ULrt·FAI 
ULri-FAI 

I SINGLE F~ 
I SINGLE FA 
I SINGLE FA Y 
I SINGLE FA LY 

UNITS' 
0 
2 

1 
1 
1 
3 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
Q 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
1 
1 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
2 
3 
2 
3 
2 

2 
2 
2 
2 

0 

1 

3 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0_ 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

2 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 , 

City of Chicago 

RESIDENTIAL 
PROPERTY .ADDRESS' 

1232 N HAMLIN 
1228 N HAMLIN 
1226 N HAMLIN 

!24 N HAMUN 
1222 N HAMLIN 
1220 N HAMLIN 

121 N PULASKI 
1_11_9 N PULASKI 

107 N PULASKI 

1145 N HARDING 

137 lARDING 
qs lARDING 

113' ARDING 
1 ARDING 
1 ARDING 

AHDING 
1· ARDING 

.lARDING 
11' !ARDIN~ 

11' lARDING 
1109 N HARDING 

107 N HARDING 
1103 N HARDING 
1101 NHARDING 

3 
PGAV Urban Consulting 



Chicago I Ce11lral Pari< 
R!ldevelopmenl Plan anp Pn;>jecl 

COUNT PIN NUMBER 

Ui0230t02" 

2888 EAV 

04 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAX RESIDENTIAL 
DELINQUENT UNfTTYPE' 

0 
UNITS' 

0 
1 
2 

City of Chicago 

"""''"""' 

1142 1138 UN\;~ It: 

250 
251 
252 
253 
;!54 
255 
256 
257 
256 
2511 
2110 
261 
26Z 

. SINGlE FAM :Y 
ULH·FAM LY 
NGLE FAll ~y 

YES NGLE FAll LY 
NGLE FAll L'f 
NGLEF, lY 
ULrt·FA .Y 

\olUL"rt-FJ\ LY 
'AULTI·F.O .V 

YES MUt:rt-F1 L Y 

2 
1 
1 
1 
1 
4 
2 
2 
3 

4 
2 
2 
3 
0 
0 

18 
16 

113611 11341 PR 
130 PR 
128 PR 
122 IS 
120 

09/2512001 

26l 
264 
265 

rz 

130~ 

i0230tl 
1023011 

1602 

160 

160 ~: 
150230: 
160230: 

!,2: 
I,B_! 

15.1 
75,41 
ExE 
76, 
14, B2 
22, 20 
23, B4 
20,50 
24M 
20,66 
a, 
2Z,675 

196 

20, 

YES 
I SINGlE FAMILy 

_YES SI~E FAMILY 

YES 

1 

0 
0 
0 

0 

1 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
.0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 0 
0 0 
o ·o 

16 12 0 0 
283 0 
284 u 0 
265 0 0 
266 w u 
287 D 

1106N 
1104 N 

.99 Sl~ GLE 1 1126 N AVER: 

38: 
381 
30! 
381 
387 
38S 

14 
15 

316 
3' 

_a· 

325 
328 

.328 
329 
339 
331 

_332 

160 ~30 
too: :302038 
160 ~30 139 

16023C 

1602303009 

le<J ~30301 

1602.30301 
16C 130 
16<) 0301 
16C !0301 

16( 123 
lBO 124 
16<J: 126 

1602303028 

14. 
4, 
6, 
14, 
1! 
11 
II 
31 249 
EJ mpl 
22. !91 
133,450 
15 189 
z· 12e 
16,23 
14,60 
22,-4 

.1, 

,. 

88 
37 

145 
'62. 

z; 
22,[)26 
16.705 
13.139 

_9,115 

YE1'l_ 

YES 

_YES 

YES 

Sl~ GLE FAMII I 122 N AVER: 
Sl~ GLE FAMII ~AY~ 
Sl~ GLE FAMIL 1 1q6 NAVER 

MULTI·FI\M(L 
MULTI·FAMIL V 

:SINGLE FAMILY 

MULfi·FAMilY 

SINGLE FAMikY 

0 

2 
0 
1 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
u 
0 
0 
0 

0 

'3 
2 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1108N AVERS 
1106 N AVERS 

110 INAVERS 

113BN HAMUN 

YES . Slli§l:E FAMILY 
1 
1 
0 

1 
1 
0 

1134 N HAMLIN 
~HAMLIN 

Revised January 28, 2002 
2000 EAV Exhibit for Central P<irl< ~evelopmE!nl Plan.xls PGAV Urli<ln consulllntl 



Chlcy~go I Central P.arl< 
Redevelopment Plan and Project. 

2000 E~tlmatlld EAV by Tax Par.cel 

09125/2001 

COUNT PIN NUMBER 2088 EAV TAX 
DELINQUENT 

1602303030 >.59 SINGLe FAMILY 11,1!6 N HAMLIN 
1602303031 ~87. MUL n-FAMILY 2 1124 N~ a I SIIIIGLE FAMILY I 122 N HAMLIN 

.~~~~ ~+-~··~~~---w~--~~~~~----7----r--~30~--,_~~~~~~ 
YES 51NGLE FAMILY r14 N HAMLIN 

341 2! YES n 
342 160231 039 
341 J23 001 6 
344 ~! 

3-15- 90 
3> ,Q04 ~6 

3- 135 
3• )2304006 12c 
3< !4,1 
35 2!'.16 . 
35 1602.3 24.39 ' 
35 160Z: 21.24 
35 16QZ: 16,50 
35 \6023 20,07· 
355 23,60 MUL TI-FAMIL Y 
356 1.60230 23,42" 
357 1£ !3< ·.6;115 YES 

381 !3041H9 14, ;53 I SiNGLE FAN LV 
362 11. 67 i SINGlE f AIV _ Y 
363 16 !304021 1.4. ;s3 • SINGLE FAfl!ILY 
364 16, 19& MIXED USE 
35.! 6. 15 
3~·· 1602304024 ·6. 16 
3tli 6, 
361 6,\1.6 
381 160230~ 30,9< 
371 6" 
371 14,6' 
31i 1602304 22, 
373 19. 
374 19. 

3i 

19 

1602: 

1602: 1037 

16023040 

160Z3040 

16023040 
1602ao50< 

26, 

2 

2 
11.142 

,61 
2(,3,! 

.836 
2<!,304 
22;222 
9,: 12 
'6,266 

160l 1050)5 23.71' 
1602 ,oo6 21 a& 

-4. ra· 
;602: 008 
1602: 009 12 14-
:eo 010 28.' 

YES 

YES 

YES. 

MULTI-FAMILY 

SINGLE FA~ L Y 
MUl TI-FM LY' 
MUl Ti'FAII' LV 
MULTI-FA~ LV 
MULTI-FA~ LY 
MULTI-FM LY 
MUtTI·fA~ LY 

M TI•FAMLY 
I SINGLE FAll LY 
I SINGLE FAI'I lY 

IV' 

IGLE FAf'l LY, 
ULn-FAMILY 
Ul TI-FAMILY 
Ul TI·FAMILY 
ULTI-fAMI\.Y 
NG.EFAMIL 
N~ .EFAMILY 
IULri-FAMILY 
IULII-~AMIL 'i 

.MUL n-FAMILY' 

SINGLE FAMILY 

0-

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

3 
2 

_Q_ 
0 

3 
0 

2 
,2 
2 
6 
3 
2 
0 
2 
1 

2 

2 
2 
2 

1 
;j 

J 
0' 

0 

_IJ_ 
0 
{) 

0 
_Q_ 

_IJ_ 

·o 
0 
D 
2 

2 
...!. 

u· 

2 

' 6 
_.l. 
-~ 

2 

3 

1 
3 
3 
3 

_IJ_ 

~ 

l~T N t:IAMLIN 

11 IN HAMLIN 

~tRIP< W 
· 1~11 RIOG 

136 RII:)G 
134 

....!~ 
1~1$N 

1221'>1 

...1.illl_t! 
1161\JRIC >EWAY 
12N 

1 IN Rl[ "3EWAY 

~= 
f106N 
11u:tN R VAY 
_1~ '!!Y'. 

!721W lVI ON 
r1;·wo ()f\1_ 
r15 W !VISION 
~'N IVISIQN. 

370S W DIVISION 
U1WcJIVISI~ 

60 501' 14,1 SINGlE FAMILY :!9 N KID.GtWA' 
;us 14, SLNGbE FAMILV 11Jl" N 
199 16~23115013 19.: 10 MUtn-FAMlLY 2 1133 N 
00 160 !3051 H 6.' YES 0 
.Q1 16023051 ,15 14,2a9 I SINGLE FAMIL'f 1 1 . 1129 N RIDGEWAY 

402 14. SINGLE FAMILY _U.?LN_t<I_LJI,>!:vv"' 
.403 160~305< . 22.· MULf!-FAMIL Y 2 t 1123 N 
48 Z3os016 res o o 
40 2305119 21. MULII-~AMJLV 2 2 1-117N . 
48 1602305()2( 23, 0 _{)_ 
48 6023050: I SINGLE FAMILY 1· 1 1111 N 
41 ~~~ 16, ISINGLEFAMILY ~109N 

~·~~~~ ~--~~~--------+I~SIN~CGL~·e~:F~AM~IILL~Y--~~--~--~~~~-~~10~~N~~·R~ICDG~EW~A~Y 
4' 0 _\)_ 
0\: 131 126 M <E[ US 1 1 1101 ~ 
4' >21) liNI LEFA~ cY ~ 
4'13 123! 2: ML TI·FAM c Y 6 6 \qB N LAWNDALE 
414 20,4 ML fi-FAM _y 2 _£ ~~1::_ 

415 23.3· MU n·FAM LV 2 2 1132 N 

City at CJ'I)cago 

Revised January 26,2002 
2000 f!AV Exhlbll for Cenfral Pilrk Rede'/liloptllent Pfan.X1S: 

5 
PGAV lkban ConsullihQ 



C<~1tago I Central P<iH< 
RedeYeloprnenl Plali and Project 

2000 Estimated -EAV by TiU! Pare~l 

09125/~001 

:COl.lNT 

22 
23 
24 
25 

_426 
42' 
428 
429 
C38 
431 

PIN NUMBER 

6ll ~06lll2 

1602306( 
16~306( 
16D23DI 

2000 EAV 

20;034 
22.973 
14. 15 
19.16:2 
1Ij90 
24.032 
14,86:2 

DB 
1 i,2i 
22,26 
l2:1l2. 
14,68' 

1.498 
~362 

J06 
3L3 
700 
\94 

2t:1.D13 

TAX 
DELIN'QUENT 

fES 

RE~IOENTIAL 

UNITTVPE' 

MUL rJ-PAMILY 
MUUI-FAMILY 

I SINGLE FAMILY 

SINGL : FAI I .Y 
MUL 'A~ .Y 
SINGl : FAI .Y 

-SINGLE FAMILY 
MUL TI·FAMIL Y 

36,89 MULri·FAMILY 
!Ill .SINGLE FAMILY 

-43< 1i 60 MUln..PAMILY 
_4"3& 2[ 2~ MULfi·FAMILY 
439 02 51l MUL fi-F.AMILY 
440 2~ 145· MUL fi·FAMil Y' 
441 2! 404 MUL 'TI·FAM!LY 

~ 

:i 
0 
0 
a 
0 
D. 
0 
2 

2 
~ 

2 
4 
4 

2 
1 

2 
2 
1 
;'I 
0 
0 
D 
0 

4-42 16C lOG(; 24 154 0 

~E~IOENTIAL 
.PROPERTV.AOORE$54 

113.D N LAWNDALE 
1128 1\1 LAWNDALE· 
I 126 N LAWNDALE 

1 
LAW~ DA .E 

LAW DP 

11.06:N 
1102N 
1100 N LAWIIInA 

1143 N 
14-1 N LAWI DAcE 

.AI DAL·E 

.LA\' DA..E 

443. 16C 106D:I5 i13 TI•FAM .Y 2 1119 LA\' DALE 
444 16C t30El016 :a,: fi'FAM LY 2 1117 . 

449· 0 0 
450 !306C ,o- Mt .TI..PAMI.Y 2 2 ~141Z MOl CELLO 
4~1 ~060 Mt fi·FM L Y .2 2 11~ I MQ 

112 'MQ 
11< 'MC 

45< 'AI IY 1 

~~i~i~~~~-+~~~+--------+~~~FM~·*~~~----~·---r--~~--~~~~~:E~Lc~L·C~ 
160. 160< 3 ITI :ELLO 

_ 4~1 100: ll> 120 M Tl· =A~ II~ 2 2 106 mCEL 0· 
196 M fi·"A~ I 2 2 ID2 ITICEL 

JSI 

67 
i66 

60 
i60 
6V 

29 YE;S 0 D 
1' r19 o D 

19 MULTI·FAMILY 2. 2 
16,358 ·siNGlE F(IMIL Y 1 

643 I SINGLE FAMILY 
• ;oa 

~~-4~~~~:~~*-g~~~jl~·-4---~yf~EESS __ -r~-~ 2 
2 
2 
2 

3 
2 
2 
2. 
2-
2· 
0 061 

3640 W :rHGMAS 
11<31 N MONTJCEL 
129 N MQ.NTJ~ 

23N MC flCEL 
21 N 
19 N MC riGEL 
15 N MC IITICEL 
11 N MC ncEL 
OBN Ml rtCEL 

1 4 I SJNGU:. FAMILY 1 ! f03 N 
ll: 77 

18 1.10! MULr~FAMILY 2 11'30 N CEIHRALPARK 
1,9. MULT~FAMILY Z 12~~~~ 

21 MULTI-FAMILY f_24' N <:ENIRAl PAI'<K 

~~-+-08~~8~~~::~~-4-----YES--~~M~U~~ri~~AM~~L~Y----~---+----~---t~1·~20N"C~~~~~-~PA~RK 
484 21.81 MIJLJI-FAM .Y 116N.(.;tl'f RALPARK 
485 MUl'T~FAM.Y 2 ~ 1114NCEN'RAtPARI' 
486 ,64 I SINGLE FA!< I ~l ~l PARI 
467 ,<B. ' I SINGLE fAMI~ 11~0 N CEW RAl PARK 
488 t 602306034 ,00 
489 038 MUUI-FAMILY '3 .3 li-106 N CENTRJI .PI',R_IS 
490 361 MULTl-FAMILY 2 100 N CENTRJI 'PARK 

_ 491 110 Ml~bl USE 2 1057 N PUL iKI 
492· \.1 MIXEC USE 2 1053 N PUL iKI 

- 49-l 2309003 , 5 0 
494 !30900~ 15 
4115· 21 :oe MIXEI USE 2 
498 ~,026 MIXEC USE .6 6 

- 497 13!!.335 0 0 
498 16023090.06 182,309 0 0 

1043 NPULAl!!S!_ 
1,041 

C~y of Chicago 

ReVIsed Janl(<lry 28, 2002 
~ooo EAV Elfhiblt'fbr Central Pa~ Redevelopment Plan.J(Ii' 

6 
I?GAV Urban Consulting 



ChicagQ I Central Park 
Re.devetQpment Ptan aM PrOject 

2000 Estimated EA V by Tax Pares I 

09/2.512001 

CQUNT 

;499 
508 

PIN-NUMBER 2080 EAV 
TAX ~DE~T~ 

DELINQUENT UNITTYPE' 

NUMBER OF' 

"'""'~~~~;lAL '"'~~~~ "'~ 
2m'.42 o o 
14,06< YES 0 lJ 
~8.25( MIXED USE 1 1009 ;t(l 

1602: l12 23,81 MIXED USE 2 ;t003-.0 .:iKI 
663 
,504 

16023 13 22.84~ MIXED UtiE 2 1001 iKI 
11!,80l I -!liNGLE FAMILY 1 1 . f058 NG 

15· ,s 16. SJNUU:i FAMIL 1056 NG 
to, o o 

. ill )23090 !2 !2,800 YES M~ [J,f/IM 2 
oj3. I61J230902J !7.6,2~ MUI;,TJ•FAM .Y 4 
514 17,410 liNGLE FM LY 1 
516 19,5~ rt·FAM :Y 2 
51 16023090~ 2i,755 !.m TI.FAM lY 2 
51 1_60230902 23,1 iS I' MU n•FAM LY 2 

_51 160230902 6, 1.5 _YES 0 

2 
4 
1 
2 
2 

)20 I 
liB 
l14 N HA 

51 ~~~~ ~~-r-~··~. ~~~-r--~~~s---rr.m~~~+---~o~--4---~----~~~o.7.~~~ 
_52 ,,_v.,._. ~ 20, 134 MUL ri•FAMILY 2 '006 N HARDIN\> 
52' 134 M\JLTHAMiL'i' ~ 100oNHARDING 
.52: l!f:l MULTI•FAMILY 2 1004 N HARDIII!§_ 
623- '84 YES 0 
~ xemo 
525 l~. i,49·1 I SIN,GI FAM 1 

11QOP4 1,883 MUL FAMI 
~ 1602310005 21 MUL FAPilt 

535 
536 

1602110006 t< I SING' : FAM 
1602::1~0007 11 
160231110()8 I SINGLE FAMIL. Y 
16023111009 11 64 I SINGLE FAMIL.Y 
16023111010 115 YES MUUI·FAMILY 
100231! 101 ,664 YES 
160T. 1-FAA LY 
1602: )0' _YfS o FAI _y 

I-FAII LY 
iES I•FAIV :..Y 

161l2311 
161)2~11 

16023100.21 
;o:; 002; 

0023 
100£4 
•0025 

'22. 
20. 
22,26! 

:FAt ~y 
.11-f/\1'1 .Y 
.TI-F/\1'1 .Y 

.SINGLE fAMILY 

IIIUI. TJ-FAMIL Y 
MUL fi-FAMU. Y 
MUL fJ·FIIMIL Y 

MULWrAMI 
MU ~FAM 
MUL r~.PAM 
;IN\>LE FAN .Y 

r60231Q033 :FAMILY 
1602: 0032 E"y· 

f-~-+-fil60~23-;;;ml0~03i-+~~i*--t-------+'*"' . fAMILY' 

M!_ 02i 104 6,1 

INC .E F·A~ L Y 
UU~FIIM LY 
IJL r~FAM .Y 
UL ri·FAM LY 
UL 'Tt-FAM l.Y 

Ml)L TJ-fN,1JL Y 

2 

2 

0 
e 
3 

1 
3 
3 
2 
3 
.0 

..£ 

2 
0 
2 

2 
9 
2 

·o 
IJ 
2 
~ 

1051. . IAF 
1047 M. 
11>45 
.t04.t AF 

039. ,Af 

1033 N f!ARDII:J\3 
027 N -HARDING' 
025 N }lARDING 

1021 NHAR!: G 
1019111~~ 
1'011 NHARC 

1013 ~lji~<-101 N: ;:...-.., 
100\1 N 
, 101NHARC 

t052N 
\OSEJN I 
1.046N 

10~Q 
1036. 

1-N 
02 

r'0·1 
101:2 I 
1010 I 
1008 

1004'N 

.0 

1: . 

567 i02: 21, MUL fi·FAM LV 3 05~ I 
55B MUl n:fAM • Y ll57 
589 MUL rt-F AM .Y i055 I 
Rll_ UL. ri-FAM IJ49 I SPRII 

78 1602; 12 i26 I·FAM _y 2 2 1023 
_579 1602, 13 183 oF/\~ .Y 102.1 >~~~ "'"' 

588 1602 1014 183 'SIN< . FA~ .Y 1 HlHl .D 
_581 1602 1015 22,682 Mu I·FAM ;y 2 2 1016 

Ctty of Chtca!jo 

ReViSed Janualy 28, 2002. 
2000 F!AV EJ<Milt lor Ctinlral Park Redevelopment P.lan.~ts 

7 
Pr;>AV Urba~ t;o~sulling 



Chlca~o 1 Central Pari< 
Reoevelopmenl Plan an (I Project 

0912512001 

COVNT 

58: 
58: 

_58' 
5tll 
581 
587 
~588 

i95 
596 
i$7 
i96 

5 

607 
608 
609 

-810 
61' 

_1113 
614 
815 
816 
817 
818 
ft19 

_620 
621 
622 
623 

_624 
625 
626· 

1134 
635 
638 
637 
638 
839 
64 
64. 
ll<\2 

.. II< 

850 
. 651 
652 
1>53 
65'4 
655 
656 
857 
658· 
659 
660 

-861 
662 
1163 
66~ 

Revised January 28, 2!)02 

PIN NUMBER 

16023 IG 
16023 
1602a IB 
16023' 19 
160231 10 
16023• 
16023: 

1 

1 i02 )27 
1E02 128 
1602 129 
~~ 130 
16( .131 
16( 132 

16.1 );3< 

1602 )Jl 

16Ul31 
160231 
16023• 
16023' 
16023: 
16023' 

16023· 

160231: DS 
1602 11200 
1602 12011 
1602 1201 
1602 1201 
1602 
1602. 

1602! 
lBO; 
1602: 

1602. 

'2000 EAV 

20,5"1 
22,o3 
34,14 
6,111 
20,80 

09 
69· 

1.49 
1,20· 
1.09: 

6,115 
22,048 
18,201 
15,14: 
15,261 
15,141 
15.02: 

15,66 
15.14 
4,991 
15,04 
22,26 

6, 
20, 
15. 
2 
19,' 

16; 
12, 
15, 
14, 

17,( 
14, 
13,1 
\6,'. 

1602 21 
1602 

)23' 25 

16 
16. 
16 

02:1121 
16021.12J 
16023'12033 

16~ 2038 
1602 !039 
160231:!040 

16023 101 

160 13004 
160 13005 

16C 1300i 
16C 313001 

16C ~13011 

1.6P 130 

1602313()14 
1602313C 

6,115 
13,801 

16, 
12. 

26! 
16, 
22,1 

22, 

1,44 

22 15 
21 26 
14 ·82 
12, !29 
19,187 
20,105 
2~. 129 
19, '00 

2000 EAV ~M>lllor·Cenlral Par~.Redevelopmenl PIM.~Is 

2000 ·Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAX RESlDENTIAL 

DEUNQUENT UNITTYPE' ""~~~~~'"'L 

Ytll 

MULTI-FAMILY 
. MULTI-FAMILY 

MUL'ri-FAMILY 

YES o 
MULri·FAMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 

I SINGLE FAMILY 
I SINGLE FAMIL 

YES :o 

YES 
re 

YES 

(ES 
Y.ES 

MUL n-FAMILY 

I SINGLE FAMILY 
.SINGLE FAMILY 
MUL rl-fA.MILY 

I SJNGLE FAMIL 
MUL l·f:AMILY 2 

I SINGLE FAMILY 
SI~GLE FAMIL 1 

0 
SINGLE FAMILY 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 

··SINGLE FAMILY 
! SINGLE; fAMIL 
SINGLE FAMILY 

iiN LEFAMI.V 
LEFAM _y 
.EFAMI 

0 

a 

LE FAM 1 

I Sl LE'FAM 1 
Sl LEFAM 1 

0 
LE FAM ~Y' 1 
LE FAM .Y 
LE ·FA111 .Y 1 
Lt FAMI.Y 
Ll; FAM .Y 

INGLE FAMILY 

MUL 11--tAMIL 
-SINGLE~JLV 

. .SINGLI= FAMILY 

. SINGLE FAMILY 

i SINGLE FAMILY 
I SINGLE FAMILY 
SINGL'E FAMILY 

ULTI'FAMI 
UL Tl-hi\MI 

NGLEFA!-1 _y 
ULTI·fAM' 

¢1NGLI= l"AMIL Y 
I SINGLE FAMILY 

MULrt-FAMILY 

IGLE FA~ 
IS lGLEFA~ 

.I:: FA~ 

r1-FAM 
'J.fAM 
'H",AMIL\ 

MUL rt-FAMILY 
MUL n-FAMILY 
MULT·I-J;AMIL Y 
MULrl-fAMILY 

u 
4 

0 

1 
1 
0 
3 

{) 

0 
2 
·1 

0 
'0 
0 

4 
0 

2 
3 
2 
0 
3 
2: 
a 
3 

2 
2 
4 
0 
0. 

2 
1 

, 
1 

0 

1 
1 
0 

2 

0 

1 

1 
1 

0 

1 

4 
1 

1 
1 

0 

0 
2 

0 

0 
4 
0 
t 

1 
3 
2 
3 

0 
3 
2 
3 

City of ChiCSllO 

1C IN ,,.."INI>HI:L 
1011 N I 
100.6 N I 

052NAV 
04.8NAV 

1046 N·AV 
042NAV 

1036 NAVERS 

02B lAVERS 
024. AVERS 
122· AVERS 

020 AVE~ 

016. AVEiR 
101'2 AVEF 

1010 NAVER 

1006NAVERS 
1002 N AVERS 

1049N AVERS 
10~5NAVERS 

~s 

1031 lAVERS 
1U _AV~ 

10 AVERS 
tO AllERS 
10 A\IERS 
10 INA' E;RS 
10 i NI'.VERS 

1017 N AV; 
01 iNAV 
01 NA'I/ 
DO INAV 

3SOI W fHOMAS 
100:~ N HAMLIN 

1046NMMLIN 
1042 N HAMliN 

1 036 N AAMLIN 
1036 N HAMLIN 
1032 N HAMLIN 

1026 N HAt. LIN 
1020 N HA'~ JN 
1016NHM JN 
1016N HAl CIN 

100~ N HAMLIN 
1006 N flAM LIN 
1004 N HAMLIN 

1057N HAMUN 

1051 NHAMUN 
10~~ f\1 HPIMLIN 
1040' N.HAMLIN 
1043 N HAMLIN 

041· N HAMLIN 
1 039 N HAMLIN 

037 N.HAMLJN 

1029 N AML 
'N AML 

021 N AML 
19 N AML 

8 
PGAV Urban Con~ul~ng 



·Chicago I Central Pe<* 
.R.ede•elopmenl Plan 911d Prole(:l 

2000 E"!ltlmated EAV by Tasc Parcel 

Q!!/2.512001 

COUNT 

6 

6"'4 
l!<'li 
6?6 
s: 
57.11 

711 
180 
181 
1112 
61i3-
684 
685 
666 
687 
688 

PIN NUMBEit 

161f231'~016 

l611231"301B 
I~ I\3G19 

6023130~ 

1602313028 
1150;!31 ~U~ll 
160Zll3030 

16023130J6 
1602J130~1 

lll0231-30:l9 

:1000 EAV· 

23,140. 
14.4~1 
20,36; 
l.115 
1,115 
1,356 

15 

',35 

V,Ji 
23,080 

107 
15 
1b 

869 !iSI 
89.0· 160231 ;j04 . 80. 
681 &4: 
l>! 
61 ·06 
6! 8\1 

61 79 
6! 1,246 

_.8! 

696 21 ~2 
699 16023140 13,970 
700 1.60231 ~0 l.t15 
701 1602~1400 i,J53_ 
102 i,ll!i 

TAX RESIDENTIAL 
DELINQUENT UNIT TYPE' 

YES 

MUL JJ·FAMILV 
1. SINGLE FAMILY 

MUL fi-FAMILY 

i SINGLE FAMII .. V 

IL'fi·FAM _y 
LV 

ULri·FAM LV 
NGI..EFM .V 
NGLEPM LV 

-SINI LE _f_A! .V 
I SINI LE FA .Y 
I S!f'li LE r:, _y 
SINI LE FA LY 

YES MU fi-FAP .Y 
MU rt·FAI I.Y 

YES 

YES 

ULTI·F'A! .Y 
S NGLE FA .Y 

ULfi-FA! 
Ulfi·FA! 

SNCkEFA LY 
IUL fi·FAI I.Y 

MULTI·FAMIL y 
MULfl-fAMILV 
MUL ri·FAMILY 

MUL ri·FAMILY 
SINGLE FAMILY 

YEO:> , SINGLE _f_AMILY 

7011 161 2314016 22,o63~ I.Y 
710 Hi< 231, 01: 20,3: MULTI·FAM LY 
711 16< Z31 1)8 2.'; 

712 169 !314 MUL rl·fi\MILV 
713 M~ n-FAMILY 
714 MULfi·FAMILY 
~ 16C 231< 70~ 

116 16C 23140Z: 406 MULTI-FAMILY 
17 160:l314024 22.657 MUL ri-FAMILY 

[tB 16Q231402!i 3".'1,032 YES MUL fT-fAMILY 
'1! e:-112. YES 
r21 20. rz. 

22,6.0ij 
'l2l 21,664 
12-l 1!1. ;18 
72~ !3t40.: 10. 94 
72~ 19, 176 
[26 11 3t403 34 

74 
~28 111 
(29 !:>7 

r~ 314037 21 
131 11. 
73l 82' 
73l' 1! 231.40!1 576 
73< ~JIWO 19,5~8 

731 231! 'uo ,655 
131 231!00 r.z.: 19 
1;n aao 
736. 1231(006 062 
739. 160Z"J1~.UD7 ij30 
741 '31500 21 575 
74 '31.500 u 609 

'31601 21 ,011 
.) ~01 25.459 

1160' '2.4,'247 
24.241 

)231.501 24,074 
16023.15015 1,584 

MUL fi-FAMI(Y 
UL'TI·FAMILY 
Ulri·FAMILY 
ULl~fAMILY 
ULri-FAMILY 
UL fi-F.AMIL Y 
UL'ri·FAMILY 
ULfi·FAMILY 

SINGLE FAMIL 
MULTI-FAMILY 
MU~TI-FAMILY 

FA .Y 
.Y 

M 'AM .Y 
M FAM LY 
M I·FAM _y 
M I·FAM.lY 

MU~ li•FAMILY 
MULr!-FAMIL.Y 
MUL D·FAMIL"Y 

Revised January 28, 2002 
200Q EAV Exhli)ll for Cenlral Par~· Rl!devetopmenl P.lan.><ls. 

2 
1 

1l 
D 

0 
2 
2 
3 

2 
2 

0 
0 
2 

~ 
2 
0' 
2 

2 
2' 

·o 
2 
2 
4 
·o 

3 
a· 
0 
2 
2 
3 
·2 
'2 
2 
2. 
2 
1 

2 
-2 

·2 
2 

4 
4 
4 
0 

UNTS1 

2 

3 
0 
2 
2 

_2 
D 
2 

0 

0 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2. 
2 
2 

2 

0 

2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
4 

RESIDE.NTIAL­
PROPERTY AO.DRESS' 

101 NHAMUN 
101:JNI'V<MUN 
1011 NMMUN 

"10031'1 HAMLIN 

1Ub8 

1056-
10~; 

·1000 I RIDI 'AY 
1048 w 

040 N 
1_1)_38 N RIDGEWAY 
1034 N RIDGEWAY 
1030N 

l28 N R(DGEWIIY· 
1026 N 

16 1 RIDGEWAV 
16 w 
I=<: RIDGEWAY 
10 . RIDGEWAY 
l8 
l6 1 RIDGEWAY 

1059N 
Cf57 N 

1053 N 

1049 N RIDGEWAY' 
045N RIDGEWAY 

IQ41 N 

103!i N !ID.GEWI\Y 

10i R~-IC 10 RIC 
1l 
I! 
1( 

It 15 I R DGEVIAY 

1009 N. 
WU1 N RIDG.EWAY 
1001 

1052N 
105() N .AWNDALE 
104!f_N AWNDALE. 

1040 N 
)38 N .A' DALE 
136" N .A¥ DALE 
)32 N 
l30 N .Al/1 DALE: 
i'2SN \V'I ~-
122 N ~W~ DALE· 
)20 N 
ltBN 

1012 N 
1.00B·N tAWJIIDALE 
1QQ6 N .AWNDALE 

O!i1 N .AWNDALE 
049 N 
04SN 
043 N LAWNDALE 

1039 
1.035 WNDALE 
1033 IAL 
031 .WNDALE 

1027 

1019 N 
1017.N LAWNDP.ILE 
1015 f)l 

Ci1y{)f Chic<~go 

9 
PGAV Uroan 00flsu1Ung 



Cliicago I Central f.'atk 
Rede~elopmenr Plan and Project 

09/25/2001 

COUNT 

1· 
71 

759 
"760 
781 
782 
783 
764 
785 

789 
770 
771 
i.J:J. 

74 
775 

76" 
777 
778 
'.79 
'88 
'81 

·~ '83 
'84-
•as 
786 
'67 
788 
789• 
790 
791 
792. 
793 
794 

79i 
798 

184 
j()~ 

886 
sa· 
888 
889 
818 
811 
812 
613 
814 
815 
816 

8:!1 
822 
923 
824 
825 
826 
827 
820 
829 
sao 

Revised January 28, 20Q2 

f!INNUMBER 

1602315(. 

13160 

ISO. 
ISO 

16021 

16C 

164 i02 

161 t31 ;1)3 

1602311 
16023" 
160231 

16023 
16023 

16023 

1602 lOC 
1602 ' soc 

160<'31601 
'31601 

160 
1602 
1602311 

160231 22 
16Q23~ 

16C !311 

1& !3160 
16{ 160 

16023160 
602316036 

'00 

16( 00· 
16023 '005 
16023 7006 
16023 '007 
16023 7008 
1602317009' . 
16023' 7():1( 

16023 13 

I60Z 15 

2880 EAV 

t,08 
;,84 
1,67 
1,36 
1,75 
~368 

!4,tsa 
19,956 
1:9. !38 
20,029 
23,629 
13, oa 
~o. 76 
7. 
9, 

2.0 
2(· 

.3: 
-17, 

_1M 

29.1l97-
7.41 

21.60 
5,581 
21.67 
20,05 
14,42 
21 ~7T 

!70 
11 896 
2' !)4· 

6, 15 
2C 536 

22;1 

tile,: 
23, 
22,1 
6, 16 
16 836 
20 349' 
16.478 

76 
10 

20 
20 
2'3, 
22.-' 
20. 
20, 
23. 
22. 
22; 

2( 

22. 
23. 
20. 
20,501 
.28,134 
77. 
60, 170 

64 

31 

14,1,51 
16,109 
13. 
7,0 

13.86 
16,49 
H.2< 

2000 EA v Exhibit for Central Paili-Redevek>pmllnl !'Jan.xls 

aQUO &II mated EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAX RESIDENTIAL 
DELINQUENT UNIT TYPE' 

YES 
YES 

YES 

YES 
res 

MtJL TI-F AM LY 

Ml rt-FAMIL.Y 
Ml Q-F~ L¥ 
Ml ii·Ffl .Y 

n-F~ 
rt-F~ 

n-Ffl 
n-Ffl 

IS IGLE FA~ LY 
TI·FANILY 

I SINGLE FAMILY 
Mtll fi·FAM]I.Y 
MUL TI·FAMIL Y 

I SINGLE FAMILY 
"SlNGLt; FAMil 
MUL ri·FAMILY 

ULTI-FAM lY 
IUL'THAM LY 
NGLi';FAMILV 
ULri·FAM LY 
NGLEFAMJL'I' 
ULri·FAMtLY 
Ll.::n:l'AMIIY 

n·FAMIL 
ri·FAMILY 

ri·FAMLLY 

MUL n:FAMIL Y 

Mtll n-FAMILY 
MUL TI·FfiMILY 

I SINGLE FAMfLY 
I SINGLE FAMILY 

Ut:rt-FA~ .Y 
ULTI·FAIII 
IGLE F LY 
IGLEF. [Y 

D·FAI 
TI-P AI 
fi·FAI 
TL-.FAIII LY 

LTJ.FAM 

lUI rJ.PAMtl 
IUL ri-FAMIL Y 
flltri·FAMlLY 
IUL rt-FAMIL:Y 

I SINGLE FAMILY 
SINGLE FAMILY 

I SINGLE f.AMitY 
MU ti-FAMlLY 

NUMBER OF 

0 
2 
0 
0 
2 
2 

2 
2 
t 
2 
1 
2 
0 

2 

2 

2 
2 

2. 
0 
3 

0 

2 

0 
0 

2 
2 

1 
2 
2 
2 
3 
2 
2 

-0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

·O 

3 

2 
0 
0 

3 
2 
2 

2 
0 
0 
1 
2 

0 

2 

0 
0 
·O 

1 
2 

2 
~ 
6 
2 
2 

3 

0 

2 
1 

0 
0 
0 

oo7ril 

1052'N MON 
10SONMON 

10 IN MC 
10 iN MC 

10 M0 
Hl M< :ELlC 
16 MC :BiTe 
10 MO :EL 

1032 

1024 N MONficEC 
1020 N MONTICEL 

1016 N MONTiCEL 

10~ 0 N MONTICELLC 
1008 N MONTICEL 

to5S N MO~ rtCEL 
-1os Me ncEl 
105 M( TICFL 
1ll4 M( fiCEI 
104 M( TIGEL 

·1o4 Me fiCa 
1nd Me nct:L 

10~'' N MC ~TtCELLC 
031"N MC riCELLO 

1029 N M0 nCI::l 
1027 N MO 4ftCEUC 

1'021 N MONTIGELlC 

101 N MOIIITICEL _Q 
1009 N MONTIGEL_O 

1046.N ::ENTRALI'ARK 
1'042N FR. PA 
f040 N C rR PA 

rRJ\ 
TR.A PiO 
TRA PJl 
TR PA 

5 TR.ll PA 
~ 1022 TRA Pll 
2' lll18 TRio Pll 
2 l16 TRA 

0 
2 !Ol o ICE 1/ffiA l>ARl 

-:l 1006 CE TRA. PARI 
2 1002 ICE rRA PARI 

4 roc . :ci w l"PAR 
0 
0 

0 
0 

.0 

.9231>1 PtJLAsk. 

3 9Hl N PULASK 

any ()I Chlcaw 

10 
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~~go/C~n~aiPa~ 
Re<J~veli:>pmenr Plan and PrOject 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

Q912512001 

·COUNT 

831 
'1132 
1133 
81 
835' 
.836. 

I 'I' 
18' 
19 
!0 

41 
48 

58. 
51 
S2 

853 
354 
855 

857 
858 
859 
86.11 
861 
862' 
863 
86-4 
885 
886 
867 
668 
669 

. 870 
~71 

PIN NUMBER 

IE;C Ol!7 
1·60 102~ 

1602311031 
1602317032 

\601 ~· 
160 )J5 

!31 )38 

J40 

7042 
)2317043 

131 ru• 
D2Jf80<. 

1602 1800~ 
1602 18006 

16023\l 
6023180 

2000 EAV 

14,51: 
16,732 
',031 

1,47{1 
,49~ 

010 
IS,f/'3 
14,533 
20 020 
21 .'383 
5,72~ 

i,J\.IB 
','976 
•,616 
100 

,60.4 
,01'~ 

13.66 
031 

5.114 
6;315 

544 
iff 
173 
.0.32 
862 
f46 

,885 
,460 

3,515 
,Hill 

ExemQl 
16,445 

131 

13,9!15 
,866 
,653 
.90 

\AX 
DEUNQUEN'T 

YES 

YES 

YES 
'fES 

YES 

YES 

RE(>IOENTIAL NUMBI'R OF 

U)iiT TYPE" "".,~~~..,S~,,.~ 

0 
MIXED USE 

0 
MUL cfAI X Z 

:SING ;~A L¥ 1 
MUL ·FAI _y ~ 

SIN cFJ lY j_ 
SIN ;F, I"Y 1" 
SIN LEF, LY 
ML TI'FAMILY 
ML ri·FAMILY 

.SINGLE FAM .Y 1 
I SJNGLEFAM 
I SINGLE FAM .Y 1 

I) 

:iiN.G~E FAMILY 

0 

LTI·FAMI . 2_ 
{) 

.o 

SINGLE FAMILY 1 

2 

z 
I 

z 
2 
0 
2 
2 

1 

1 
0 

0 

u 
0 

0 

z 

0 
1 

915 N PULASKI 

950 IHAIID 
-948 
946 I HARD 
il42 .lliARC 
940 IHA 
938. 
e30 I HA 
9.34 I HA. 

926 N ffARC lNG 
926 N HARQING 
922 N HARL lNG 
il20 N HARCiNG 
918 NHARCING 

.914 N HARDING 

959 l HARDING 
957 I HARDING 
953 I HARDING. 
B51 I HARPING 

93~' N HARDJNG 

51 ~~ ~IL Y 1.3" N HARDIN I 
M FAI ~y 2 l:!SNHARDINI 
M FA _y 3 123 N HARDIN! 

FA _y 2 
FA LY 3 I HAI{QIN( 

I Sl : F~ L Y 1 HARC 113 
I Sl .E FAI LY 1 '1 AR 

Sl LEFAI LY t AR 
I Sl .E FAf .Y I AR 

'0 SJNGLEFM' LV· 1 AR 
'16023 1602·1 2· ,346 MU .Tl'FAM LY 3 3 AR 

I' J2318023 15,352 SINGLE FA LY 1 1 -9,5 
160231~~~ 11!,672 SINGLEFAfoiiL'Y -

r-~-+~~)~~-~~00~24~~~~~·~852~--------+7~1~NGIL~E:~FAI~~~--~----~--~--~-9~56~ 
Jn~ 2.0.~81 MULTicFAI LY 2 Z .95 N 

461 1&,25~ liNGLE FA .Y 1 1 950 N 
882 \.6,:>-1• I SING.EFA LY 1 ~6N 

985' 
JOB 
Xl-1 
)86 

16034 J2-" MUL rl•fAI 2 2 -93 IN <>l'"t<IN~:>fiELO 
16,36 SINGLE FAM t 9:2 IN 

J2318036 7,0J1 
)2318037 )5,55 

)231 !1)41 
16>23111042 
161)2.31:!043 

1.60231~.' 

\1 02.3.19004 

Hlli2319009_ 
60231!1011 

15,3_9 
7, l'31 
13.3il 

23,03: 
2(),40 
23.04 
1f>,3S 
15. 
18;1 
1-7, 
2 
1M25 
22,624 
2;3,11: 

1,391 

1371 

861 

1E \61 
\' 00!' 
5, ;\2 

yes 

Ys:l 

YES 

I SINGLE FAMILY 

IGLEFA LY 
I<SLE ~'A LY 

ri·FAI LV' 
JLTI·FAI _y 

:TI·f.M LY 
NGLEFAMILY' 
NGLE FAMILY 

SINGlE FAMILY 

2 
1 

1 

920N 
0 
., ·9\6 

-~Ill 
2 910 
2' _906 
2 _'SOZN 

~oo N 
934 N 
.93tf\t D 

0 0 
Q 

· 11-FAMILY ·4 4 UGI rA 
II·~AMIL j!_ 2 _ll5 ~~ 
fi·FAMILY 2 95 

-~~~tt==:j·~==~t===~===t~:a~ .. Nw:~:~~::~ 
~ 94',N LD 

~IN' .E FAMIL 1 . 939 N 
~JNi LE FAMIL 1 _ 93;· N 
~IN• .E FAMIL 1 _933 N 

0 

CJ1y of Chicago 

~vised January 28. 2002 
~000 EAV Exhibit lor Central Pari\ Fl~deveiOpn\ent Plan.~!~ 
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Chloago I CM\ral Park 
Redev~top·ment Plan and Project 

COUNT 

$17 
918 
_91~ 

920 
921 

93C 
$31 
932. 
933 

94.1. 

!46 

148 
949 
950 
951 
952 
'953 
954 
955 
956 
1157 
1158 
969 
.960 
981 
962 

870 
871 
~72 

'973 
!7• 

PIN NUMBER 

1602319012 
1Wl3 

19016 
19( 16 
1.901 
19.<118 

i02 19( 19 
i0231902C 
i.02 19021 

)24 

)25 
127 

1 9026 

1602319035 

'1602~9039 

16023190q 

1602320005 

i023~00C 

16023200 

160232001 

1602: ·2001 

16( 200 

1Q.02 0023 

1602320031 

1m: 1200 l4' 
~~---1--1&7.' ~20036 

16 1200: 

09/2f>'<!001 

97& 

984 
'9.~ 

956 

989 
9&o 
&91 
992 
119: 
994 

Rellised January 2~. 2002 

00! 

1'602:Y.!1013 
1602321014 
1602321015 
16023210·16 

2321.0 

23210; 

2000EAV 

24.43& 
2r,98ll 
20.169 
20,!i61 
14. 37 
1~ 51i 
1~ JB 
1~ . 90 
14;453 
E> opt 
22. )6 

20,8 

~082 
286 
,263 
AB 
21 
,94 
2l! 
,28 
.282 
,956 

.736 
20,912 
20.!>74 
6,797 
25.466 
19,900 
19:900 
19,060 
20.16 
23,57 
'2( 

15 

J27 
452 

;xemnt 
1.6:l1 
:x~pl 

19,629 
19.424 
22,506 
21:721 
19,215 
2 .472 
2 ,987· 
2 ,974 

,894 
040 
17~ 

353 
820 

~3;189 

1,9; 
1,48 

:xem 
,36 

>A63 
15,945 

·1'1 562 
[2 

21 157 
l31 

,031 
~20 

1'',085 
20.632-
14,559 
!O • .SZ 
1,35( 

ao.54! 

2000 EAV£xlllbll for Cenlral Patk Rellevelopme~( Pl~n.xls 

:2000. Esttmiltod EAV by Tax Parcel City of Cntcago 

TAX 
OEL)N,QIJENT 

YES 

YES 

YES 
YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

RESIDENTIAL 
UNIT TYPE! 

RI:::OWI:I'" 

cnvn::"l AnluDI,,u l.,R.,:~ES •• !~!'I 

LJLri·FAMitY 
lJLri·FAMIL Y 
Ulfi·FAMILY 

9~N. 

11Z5_111_ 
_921 N lPRINGFIEL 
~N T~FAMILY 

~GLEPAMil l 9H.N CD 

SINGLE fAMIL 911 N I 
I SINGLE FAMILY _l1()\l_l>l_ I 
I SINC::IFF. 9C' N I Ln 

0 
MIXED·USE 1 ·ll58 N AVERS 

MULThFAMILY 2 956NAVERJ;>_ 

Ml .TI-FII LY 2 Ji'!ru!A'{! 
LV 2 942 IAVI 
.Y 3 "i'O IAVI 

136' IAYJ 
!IL 1 ~ 

iiN' ML _1 IA\i 
Ml FA 2 fl\\1 
Ml I FA 2 92. iN A\i 
MULfi-FA! LY 2· 92!NA 
'AUUI'FAI .Y _Z 920.NA\i 

~~~LY~--~~--4----~22~--4-~J~:1~66:7,~:~~~~~~ 
912NAVERS 

I SINGLEF.AMILY JI1Ll'l~ 
0 

MULTI·FAMILY a· ~ ~ 

MULTI·FAMILY 
MULTI·FAMILY 

TI·FAM LY 
TI·FAM l Y 
TI·FAM .Y 
Tl·F'AM LY 

IS GlE FA~ LY .. 

I SINGLE FAMILY 

MUL1H'AMIL Y 
MUL TI·FAMIL Y 

MUL TI·FAMIL Y 
t.:IUL Tf·FAMIL Y 
MU! TI-FAMILY 

TI·FAMILY 
~ L TI·FAMIL Y 
~ TI-FA~ 

ncFA~ I 
LEFAI 
ri·FMI 
rt-FMI 
LEFA 
fl,FA! 
fi·FAI I 

I.Y 

SINGLE FAMil:V 
SINGLE FAMILY 

• SINGLE .FAMILY 
MIKE~IUSE 

MUL TI·FAMIL.:Y 

I SINGLE FAMILY 
MULTI·FAMILY. 

I SING~E FAMILY 

MULTI-FAMILY 
.Y 

MUL TI·FAMIL Y 
MULTI·PAMILY 

0 
'2 _!15.3~ 
2 9!;>'1'J~.AVSRS 
0 
2 !l4TN A' IERS 

_l!:_ -~~~ 
2 939 N A IER.S 
3 ~ 
1 ll33 N AVERS 
0 0 
1 1 929-N AVERS 
0 0 
<!' 2: 923NAVERS 
.2. 2 921 N AVERS 
0 

2 
z 
2 
0 
3 

..£ 
3 
3 
1 
3 
2 

3 
3 

0 
0 
0 
1 
1 
0 
1 
2 
0 

2 

0 
2 
2 
2 
2 

0 
0 

1 
_3 

3 

1 

952N HAMLI{II 
~ 

!14,8 N HAMLIN 

942 N HArJ"N 
94.0 N HA ciN 
936N f:iA ,lN 
'936 N LIN 
932 N LIN. 
130 N IN 
128N IN 
126N !N 
124 N ltL 

920NH IN 

951 N f:IAMUN 
94'9N HAMLIN 

'943 N HAMLIN 
_941~ 

1l35NHAMLJN 

_92~ 

923N HAIMLIN 
9£1 N HAMLIN 

~ 
913NHAMUN 
911 N Hl\MLIN 
909 N HhoMLIN 

~-2 
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ChU:ago I Central Pa(k 
Rede~elopment P.lan and Prolett 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

09/?512001 

COUNT 

998 
9!19 

.1880 
11181 
1~82 
1803 
1084 
11185 
1886 

_1887 

I& 

PIN NUMBER 

1602321022 
t£0232.1 023 

160:2.32102~ 

16 02 
16 02 

160; 35 

28011 EAY TAX 
DELINQUENT 

RESIDENTIAL 
UNIT TYPE' 

NUMBER OF 

"'""'::~~~'_.~""'" RESIOEN~AL. 
. UNIIl:i" UNITS' 

',"031 .0 _()_ 
30,613 MULn·FAMILY 10 \0 
20.625 MULri-FAMILY 2 
7.031 0 0 
M75. _Q o 

RI;Si,DENllAl, 
PROP~TY AD0RESS4 

9(}1 N HAMLIN-
956 N RIDGEWAY 

21,334 MULrJ-FA 2. 2 150 N 
1! ULTI-FA 3 3 146 N 

YES ~GLE F~ 16 N "'"Ut:'IYI\:Y 

MULfi·FAMI.Y 2 
f ~INGLE FAI ~¥ 9: I RIDGEWAY 
~ ULH·FM' .Y 2 9: I RIDGEWAY 

19,:· ~t~:~,~~ 2 :: .• 

~~-t~~~ro~Bt-~~~~Bf--------t~U~Lfi~~~~N-~Y----*---~--~2~--4-~9~~ 

• .. '"' I """"'~ F'A'AMJ I'LY 2 920 . t5 !2.1 1 ·1 916 ~RIDGEWAY 
16 . 32.1! 1 916N 

1017 1,89: 912 N I 
1,818 \9! 1 910 N I 
_181~ ).:zli SINGLE FAM 908 N 
111!8 , 11• Y.ES 0 
!all •.31 MUL fi·FAMI\. Y 2 2 902 N 
,Bn 160232 047 9, MUL -FAMILY 4 4 900 N RIDGEWAY 

_10.13 30,1 0 
111!4 1; 
18!5 
1826-
IU7 

!B 
1029 
11138 
1831 

_1t.32, 
!831 
1834 
1836 
18.3.6 
1837 
03 

045 
846 

iS 
i6 

i8 
i9 

18( 
181~ 
181 
181!4. 
!81 

)232200 
)232:00 

1li )232@1 

16-0~ 

!2Q31 

036 
Z037 

1886 1602322041 
186; 16Q.;:322042 

. 1068 322043 

197( 
18·77 
~878 

1079 

23 
10 

20,207 
24S32 
'19.569 
22,995 
22.471 
20,465 
!3,\04 
1.104 

20. 
19, 
20 
15. 

16,1 
19,; 
16, 
24.903 
14,513 
16.191 
~0,671 

2C 

14, 
Exem: 

i.52 

!,54 
'2.~ 

'8 
20,: l9 
6;~ 

19, 
20. )9 

YE.S 

(ES 

MUL ri·FAMIL Y 

MUL 1-FAMILY 

SINGLE F.' .MIL Y 

IGL LY 
!·FAMILY 

~ 
.EFAMIL 

-.1UL TI·FAM 
MUL ri·FAM I ,Y 
liNGLE FAMILY 
MULTl-.FliM .Y 
WLf~FAM .Y 

11ULrJ·FAMlL'r' 
['SINGLE FAMILY 

SlNGLE F.IIMIL · 
MULTI·fi\MILY 

-.1UlTI·FAMlLY 
liNGLE FAMIL 

GL • FJ 
I·F.A _y 
I·PA LY 
I-FA LY 

I 
LTFF, I.Y 
Gil. FJ .Y 

,"SINGLE FAMILY 
SINGLE F/IMIL 

MUln-fM .Y 
MULT.I·FAMIL Y 
MUL rt·FA~ .Y 

MULTI•FAMILY 
MUL ri-FAMJL '{ 

0 
3 
0 

2 

1 

0 
0 
2 

3 
1 
2 
2 
2 , 
3 
0 
3 , 
4 
2 
2 
2 
2 
1 
0 

1 

3 
2 
2. 
2. 
0 
2. 
2 

2 
0 

2 
1 
2 

2. 

'3 
1 
2 
2 

2 
2 
~ 

0 
1 
1 
0 

2 
2 
2. 
0 
2. 
.2 

955N 

951 Nl 

9•16N 
9•13 N c.t. 
g. :;;1:1 

9:19 N 
9: 
9i 
929 ' 
927 
923 N 
92· N 
917 N 
915N 
91j N 
.909 N' ,y 
·oorN 

95f!N LAW 
15!\N AW 
152N 

1l50N LAW 
~BNLAW 
146'N 

.9~2-N LAW~ JALE 

.940 1'1 

'936 N '.AWNDALE 
932 N LAWNOAtE 

DALE 

DALE 

908 N AWNIJIU F 

959 N 
9~ N 

.951 N LAWNCALI'i 
94i' N LAWNDALE 
943f<j 
94 N LI\WNPALE 

935 N LAWNDALE 
933 N LAWNDALE 

City of Chicago 

ReviSe4 Jnnuary 28, 20,02 
2QOO ~V .Sxbibli Cor ~n!raf pa~ Redevelop111enl f'lan.m 
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ChiCSSo I CS!l\ral P.<~JJI 
Redevelopment l>lan a ~d Pto)etl 

2000 EStimat&d EAV by Tax Parc11l 

09/2512001 

COUN'r PIN NUMBER 

108 
f88 

2000 EAV 
TAX 

DEUNQUENT 
RESIDENTIAL N_UIIIB~R_ QF 

UNJTTYPE' """~~~~ ...... 
,308 0 
.03.1 i2:l01: 

101: 211.1~0 _l_ ~ [)}\ 
1!i.88C I SINGLE'FAMI~Y 1 LAWN.Di 
2"!.114 MULri-FAMJLY 2 2 LAWI\I[)}\ 

1,45 I SlNGLEFAMILY' 
13.~79 I SINGLE FAMilY 1 ! LAVVt DA 

1602 5,59+ 0 
16C 15, 30 I SINGLEFAMILY t ~NDALE 

• 

~· 92 YES ~ 3 ~~ N LAWNDALE 

~~~7. ~~+-~12.~7~6+---~~-+--------+----~~---r--~-~~--+-----------~ 
5,37 YJ;S 0 

• 

YES MIXED USE _ 952 N MO.NJICEL 

~~~~5 ~11 61\n~C, ~~~~~r--------rM~U~~TI~-~~~LLY~~~~~---+---~----r.-~~O~IN~IMmuQN~·r~~c~a~ 
896 ,43!! MUL ri-FAMILY 2 e'l!\ N M.ONTJCEL 
89: ,4JI5 _0 
Jl98 160: >3030 1.9,458 Mt · I-FAMILY 2 ·940 N M0N ICEL 0 
899 160 23C · 16,156 I ·SIN c FAMilY . ~MON. ICB .0 
188 160 !3C , i08 M.L I·FPiMlLY 2 !136 0 
181 21 136- Ml 1-FP.II LV' 2 2 9J~ I MON. lc:El 
182. t6< ~:iC 1 154 I SIN <iF.!' LY 1 1 93C I MON CEL 

HB3 I SINGL ; F. lY 1 J. ~ ~ lg!,l,Q 
1164 I·SINGL ; F,O "Y 1. !126 I MON :Ct:l 
1105 !32303 MUL'Tl-F-AIIIILY ? 2 ~ Ll'>ltJI'I @ 
11o6 l2303 •,o o . o 
118' liNGlE FI\Mll Y 
1188 liNGLE FAMJL Y 
1189 ;1Nf3LE FAl-l LY 1 1 
110 Ml Ll'HAMI LY 3 3 

160232 ;nil LE 'AMI~Y I _! 
I~ 161: 51NGLEFA!ol LY 1. 
13 1602'323045 0 0 

160232304~ 0' 0 

16 SO< >3048 288 0 o 
27.798 YES 0 

19. 19:67" MULTI·FAMILY 2 ~ 

MON :CEl MUIIJ l;El 
MON GEL 

'M( 

MON CEl 

_ 95J N MONTICEl 
1119 ·.o: o 

~~11~12~~8 ~~~~4100~:Co:s:~~~~~~.a~t=::::::~~M~Ul~TI~-F.A~MILLY~====~~··====+====~:·====~~~;~~~~VNgR~~~~g~LO~ 
1 23 , liNGLE FAMILY 1 .941 N MON' 

1 26 1602 !4010 . :,1~6 MUtTI-FAMILY 2 ~MUN-
27 15( \,050 MULTI·FAMILY 2 2 931 N·MON' I .L'C. 
28 20.645 ~1 _Q_ 

.11.35 _i!lr!GI ; FA Ul N Ml 0 
113!! 137 SING! :FA LY I.N MC CE 

PAt<K 
P,ARK 

_e46 N Ct::.f\1' RAt PARK 

1137 188 MUL I·FAI _y 2 ~ ~ ~ 
1138 , 60232• t$.: Ml .1'1-FAM _ Y 4 4 
1139 160232• Mt TJ·FAM _y 2 2· 
1148 160232· 12: Mt TI·FAM -Y 4 4 
1141 \52 MI. T~FAM LY' 2 ~ 
11ol2' Mt -TI-FAM LY 3 3 
,1ol3 160232~ !0.~ 2 < 
1H4 '.420 _y 3 3 
11oi5 \6[ 1:Z40 1,403 : SINGbE FA~ .Y 
1' 16 • .03t 0 0 

94· EN RA PARK 

~ ~ ~ P!l~ 
EN RA PARK 

'48 1 BC !4034 14.081 PA -Y 2· 2 922 N -I;ENTRAL PARK 
12;91: I_Y 2 2 $?0 N (;t:;NTRAL PARK 

FA LV 2 916N'CENTAAL PARK 
0 

1· 12~ 038 170 MUI fi-FAMlLY 2 ~ .I. PAR 
1 121 039 . 19 ML Tl-FAMILY L..!!1!l:. :Al PAR 

~~~-15~4.+-~~~324~1C04~-o ~ .. +-~.~~~54--------+.~M~LTI~-~~~MI~L~Y----7----r--~~--1~906~ :A~~ 
1155 16 12324(\4: 339 MU Tl•fi\MILY '2 902 :EIITRAL PAR 
1158 :ASS Ml TI-FAMIL Y 3 90C ;EI'ITR PARK 
1157 11C o 
1158 16o: roo· 204 o. 
1159 100 ~32:;oo2. .rss 1l 
116.8 7, :31 YES 0 0 

1111 160 :004 131 0 
1182 l60 ~3250.05 20 13.8 YES 0 

cny of Chit~go 

Revise~ January2B, 2002 
20QO EAV E'xhibll.for Central Flalk RedeVl!lopment Plan.Mis 
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Chlcago 1 Central Park 
Redeveloprnenl Plar> and Prcl)e~ 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

COUNT PIN NUMBER 2000 E(4V 
UNIT~ 

Olil/2512001 

1163 
111 

_11E ,. 
1 

_1 
19 
nr 

16~2 '5021 

19,'178 
i6ll 
14 
04 

)2 

!6 
3 178 
1::1,568' 
2 

0 
0 

_o 
0 
0 

0 

SINGLE FAMIL 1 854 N HARC NG 
SINGLE FAMIL 8~ l N HAK.O NG 

1 SINGLE FAMIL B< .1 N HAR 

150: .543 MUUI•FAMIL V 3 128 N H. )INC 
16023 MUUI-FAMILY 3 124 N H. ~INI 

IBC 1so; MUL ri·FAMIL Y 3 822 N H RDINI 

lbl 
11$1 
_11~2 

u 

~5 
96 

167 
198 

18 
)0 

l2 
13 

!5 

8 

0 

18 
28 
ll1 

223" 
2Jl4 
!15 

i22B 

_1229 
1238 
1231 
123~ 
1233 
1234 
12:t 
12.3 
t23 
12~ 
123 
124 
124 
1242 
1243 
1244 
1245 

16023 Y£S 0 
SlfiGLE FAMILY 1. 816"N HAR@ING 

1602325035 16, SINt:lLE FAMILY 1 814 N HARDING 
1602325044 ·17. YES 0 

16023260.10 
023!601 
023!6012 
i02326013 
102325014 

126016 
~2326017 

160 121> 
160 126 19. 

160 126 
160 126 

1'6( 126• 

)23 

!6C26 
!6( 27 

15 

160< 604 
eo: 604 

604£ 
eo: 1>043 

60i 

!001 
l<; t700' 
)2: t7002 

1602327008 

60 
eo:: 

,llil 0 0 

6. 15-
6, 11.i 
6.115 

.Ex em~ 
20,236" 

15, 
13. 
26,05 
2Ei;32 
16;36 
14.'746 
14.~19 

104 
,44~ 

~.312 

i,425 
1,!056 

roo 
xempl 
1,870 
em 
r.o2 

,3f 
~2< 

21. 
25, 
26'. 
19, 
23. 
21, 
23. 
20, 
.2(J 

18, 

20. 
20 

YES 0 

YES 

YES 

YES 

MUL fi-FAMIL V 

INGlEFAM _y 
UL rt·FAM LY 
Ul r.~FAM cY 
.UL tt-FAJ I. Y 
ULTJ-FAP I.Y 
NGLE f, .Y 
NGLE F, _y· 
NGLE FA .Y 

MUL TI·FAI .Y 

MUL ri-FAMILY 
MI/(EDUSE 

MIXEC USE 

MIXEC USE 

MULrt·FAMILY 
MULfi-Ff\MILY 

MU TI-FAMILY 
MUL rl·f'AMILY 

ULTI-FAMILV 
I .SiNGLE FAMILY 

INGLE f, •MILY 
I r::L 'F~ 
ULri·FAMIL¥ 

.T~MIL'i 
fi·FAM .Y 
11-FAM LY 

.TI·FAM .Y 

.TI-FAMILY 

_0 
0 
0 
0 
u 
0 
0 
0 

2 
2 

3 
0 

0 
0 

2 

2 
2 

.. 2. 

0 

0 
0 
2 
0 
1 

3 

3 
2 
0 

0 
0 
ll 

1 

2 
2 

0 

0 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

656N. 

852 
850N 
846N::>t' 
844 N 
840N 
836 N 
834N 
832N 
!130N 

624 N 
3924 W C.HICAG.C 

. 31i11-8 

3900 W CHICAGC 

622'N. 
814 N 

·e~ IN iPRI 'IEL 
8! I N iPRI 'IEL 
.6'-1'N 
8i •N 

31 N 
Z7N 

Rev1se.<J January 28, 2002 
2Ci00 EAV EKhlbll ror Cenlral P~~.Redevelopm.enl F'lan.~ls 

City of Clhipago 
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Chicago f Central Pari< 
Redevetoproenl Plan and Projecl 

2000 EsUmated EAV by Tax Parcel 

09125/2001 

COUNT 

124 
124 
124 

< 124 
125 
12~ 
1252 

_1253 
125 

PIN NUMBE-R 

160232701~ 

123 

160232'024 

2808 EAV 

18.995 
1,399 
1,630 
1,411!! 

1,305 
1,462 
1:42.9 

E 

TAX RESIDENTIAL NUMBER OF 

DEUNQUENT UNJ'TTYPE' J<t:<>J~~~~~I\\. 
MUL fi·FAMIL Y 2. 

JJ 

MULfi-FAM LY 2. 
MULfi·FAM LY 2 
MUL ri·FAM .Y 2 
MUL fi-FAM LY Z 
MUI-rt-FAMIW 2 

0 

8! ~NAVE 
11' INAVERi 
8•, NAVER: 
11' ! NAVE 

< 125 MUL fi·FAM .Y 2 2 a32 I AVERS 
125 1602327026 MULri·FAM L Y 2- 2 SSO lAVERS 
125 
125 
125 

282 

1~232r02. 

i023 

20, 

16. 
IS, 
Oll'efTlll 

MULfi·FAM .Y 2 
MUL r!-FAM LY 2 
MULrt-FAM L Y 2 

0 
YES MULr1·FAMIL Y 2 

0 

1602327031 YES ,985 0 
~.69C I SINGLE FAMILY 

1281 :,158 0 'YES 
YES 1261 lt;O !n7Q4b IA91 

1;111 xemDI o o 
12 El<emDI 0 0 

826 lAVERS 
622 lAVERS 
820 lAVERS 

814 N AVERS 

_809N 

_1: 21,4: MULIHAMILY 2 2 851 N AVERS 
1: 12 YES 0. 
12 \~0:!328006 MULrt-FAMILY 3. 0 845 N AVEI 
12 161l:!328006 I SINGLE FAMlLY t 1 -!4: IN AVEF 
12 160 132&007 LE FAMI.Y 1 I A VEl 

_12 IQV,~;<OUUQ -I-F AMI .J. 2 I A\'EI 
1278 iV2~HUW ~0.• l•FAMI.Y 2 2 I AVE_I 
1279 · 102328011 'I·FAMI.Y _2 2 I AVEI 
1280 102328011 16, .EFAM LY 1 829 AVERS 

_1291 1 '02328012 6. _y~ 0 0 
1292 l~ !JZilUl~ 2:, MUL fi·FAMILY 2 2 623 NAVERS 
12U 16 !326014 MULTI-FAMILY 3 3 619 N AVERS 

84 11102328015 2< 2 2 815 N AVERS 

1289 
_12911 60< MtJLr~FAMILY 2 842 N HAMLIN 
_1.2~1 {12: MULn·FAMILY 2 !MON HAMLIN 

2112 1,1' YES 0 
1293 $03 20.79 YES o 0 

~~12v~s+- ~B~(e~mm~~------~--------~--~---+----~0---r----------~ 
1294 Ej03 54,371 0 

~:~~~-+~~ --~~~~~4~3 ~--~YES~~--------~--~~--+----*-g--~----------~ 
1298 ~~~ll~.~b~~~~--~--------~--~---+----~---r----~----~ 

12$6 02328037 2•1,232 
1388 
138.1 :xemp 
,382 <xem 
1303 
1384 

1385 
1306 
1387 

_13llll 
ftll 
:10 
111 
12 
13 

1314 
1315 
!31J 
13~7 
1318 

31' 
;121 
32-

·32: 

290 

60132!:1\/' 

60 I~ 

"' 
6~ '!:1\/24 

16. 
14, 
21 

i,l' 

',3-'0 
5,761; 

Exemp 
EXemp 
20.121 
13,11l 
4,845 

32,143 
12. ;29 
21. !32 

YES 

YES 

YE§ 

fES 
YES 

YES 
SINGLE F.AMJLY-
SINGLE FAMILY 

MUL [I-FAMILY 

0 
0 
0 

_() 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0· 

846 Nl 
IM4-N 

City of ChicagO 

Revi_sed January 26, 2.002 
zOoo EAV Exhibil for Ct~nlrel P~ill Redevelopmehl Pla!l-xls 

1.6 
PGAV Urb!lrl ~nsulung 



Chicago J C~n\m!.Park 
Redavetopment Plan and Pro)eel 

09/25/2001 

COUNT 

1329 
_1330 
1331 
1332 
1333 

_1334 
335 

'331S 
337 
338 
339 

134 
134 
1343 

13· 
_13• 

1349 
1350 
1351 
1352 
1353 
1354 
1355 
1356 

1357 
_1358 
1359 
1360 
1381 

_131i2 
13f 
13E 
131 
131 

rs 
76 
rr 

1~78 
_137-9 

1380 
1.381 
1.382 
j3e3 

399 
1400 
1401 
1492 

_1403 
1404 
1405 
1408 

_1407 
1408 ' 
14011 

1411 

Revrsep January 2_6, 2002 

PIN NUMBER 

1602' 1290_3~ 

160Z 129033. 

151: 329038 

16[ 2329040 
1602329041 
1602329042 
1602329043 
1602329044 

16023290 

1602330004 
1602330005 

16.023: 

16023' 
161J 

1602330 

1602330026 

13300~ 

lbU 

L602· 

160233004 
160233004 

1602 
1 !H 

11( 

311 
31P 

60233101 
5023310' 

602331021' 
1602;3;11021 
1602331022 

2000 EAV 

20,180 
14A51 

23.144 
1B,Y80 
40.703 
16,783 
, .. !!J~ 

11,742 
20.523 
20,523 
18.6H 
Ex em~ 
6.146 

22,17! 
Exe 
27,66: 
B, 
20.00! 
22,513 
14,121 
6.115 
13, lOB 
19. 158 
20 ~16 

15. 76 
6,1" 

64 

~3 

96 
1.~ 
i,O< 
a,t> 
1.6 
~.e: 

',69 
,2~ 

33 
6', 

e. 
6. 

i35 
,575 

1.3,005 
14 115 
60.728 
84,213 
1;'.697 
18,943 
ExemPI 
Exempt 
Exempt 
12,016 
14.197 
6. 16 
13, 14 
14:1 
2' ~ 
20.165 
12, !29 
20. 
25, 
20, 

20 

24.730 
19,625 

2000 EAV Exhibit ror Ce,tml f'srk Redevelopmeot Plan.xts 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAX RE$10ENT1AL _!'I_U.~_!I~I_I.-?.': 
DELINQIJENT UNI't'rYPE' ".....,~N~T~'" .. 

MULf.I-FAMIL Y 
I SINGLE FAMIL V 

SINGLE FAMILY 
Mill llY 

u 
YE 0 

YE 0 
'(E; 0 

YE _u_ 
0 

YES 0 

YES 

YES 
YES 

0 
0 

MULTI-FAMILY 2 
0 

· SINt:llE~AMILY 
I SINC LE fi'MIL Y 1 
I SINGLE FAMILY 1 

0 
>JNmEFAMILY 
Ml 1-~AMILY 2 
MU I•FAMIL Y ;.! 
>INC cfi'MILY 1 

I) 

MULTHFAMILY 2 

SINGLE ti\MIL 

GU::FAMILY 
GLEFAMILY 

~Ln·FI'MILY 

MUtTI•FAMfl Y 

MUL fi-FAMIL Y 

I SINGlE FAMILY 
MULn·F,I\MILY 

I S!NGtE FAMilY 
SINGLE FAMILY 

0 

0 

1 
2 
2 
0 

_1_ 

0 

_0 

822 N RIDGEWAY 
0 

816 N I 
2 814 N I 
0 

857 N 
0 
1 653 N RJU(.;EWA 
1_ 651 N RIDGEWAY 

647 N RIDGI'WAY 

843 N 
!139 N HIUUI::VVA 

B3i' N 
635 N 

(129'N 

823N 

81' 
81S 
856 LAVVI DALE 

2 854 
0_ 

846.N LAWNDALE 
844N 

0 
2 834' N 
0 

2 
2 
0 
1 

B26N 
824N 
822 N LAVVNDAI:.E 

818 N LAWNDALE 
814-N IAWillnll.lE 

Clly of Chicago 

LY 849 N LAWNDALE 

• 

653 N LAWNDALE 

!SINGLE L~Y====~~==~==~====+=~:tiS~i~~LA~W~NDDA~LcE~ 
YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

MilL I-FA~ .Y 
MULri-FM 
liN( LE FA L'i' 
)ING~E FA LY 
MULTI·FAI L Y 
>INGLE FA LY 

SINGLE FAMILY 
MULTI-FAMILY 
MULri-FAMILY 

'SINGLI=-~AMILY 

MULTI•FAMILV 

0 
I 
-2 
2 
0 
1 
0-

0 
2 
2 
1 

2 

, 
0 

z 

83: . N LAWNDALE 
831, N LAWNDALE 
53: I N LAWNDALE 
63' N 
82-·N 
!121 i N LAWNDALE 

-621 N 
619 N LAWNDALE 
815 N 

!!54 N MUN;rtCEL 

846 N M()NTICEL 

17 
PGAV Url>an Consliillog 



Ch1e9go I Central P"ai'R 
Redevelopml'.ril Plan and Project 

2000 Estlmll~ EAV by "t~x· Parcel 

09/2512001 

eouNT 

141'2 
_141!l 
1414 

_1415 
1416 

_1417 

PlN NUMBER 

1602331024 

1502331026 

26~$ EAV 

20.2:W 

20 -~~ 
19 a7l 
13 ~ 

TAX 
DELINQUENT 

t41ll YES· 

Ra>IDENTIAL 

UNlTl'YPE1 

MULTI·FAMU::Y 

4GLE fAMILY. 
rt-FAMILY 

aNGLEFAMl 
~LE FAMilY 

0 

2 
1 

>IGLEFAMILY 
~GLE FAMILY -~~ 16023~\000 1 

iN 
lN. 

1420 1602331031 ~s o 
142 t.s: YES .0. 

~~~~~~~!~ -}-itl~~~~-~~-t--------t~~~UL~L;~:~~·~~:~~rrf~--~--~--~-~~. ---+~:~~~rr~~~ONN~l·~~~C~E~~LO~ 
~ 5.1~ 0 

15,974 MIXEE USE 3654 W CHICAG< 
2331037 _EI)IS l\11XE~ I.JSE' 2 2 3~ W CAICAGO 
2331038 6><e'1)pt _Q_ 

1428 Exemot o o 
1428 t 602331 140 I !>,205 0 lJ 
. 138 4M16 

131 67.614 0 
132. 1.602332· El<empt 
ll 10233: .J.l ,71;5 I SINGLE fAMILY 0 85: ,.N MONl 
J.t i0233: II >5 UL rt•FAM .Y 2 _ 85' N MONl . .ELLO 
15 rr&J.: 21 !,5- ULH•F.AMI.Y 3 84i'NMON"· ELLO 
16 !S ULTI·FAM .Y _'!l~iJ'LMO_N' §.19 _ 

_ 1• )J l:JLTI·FA'M .V 84: N M0N" El 
438 1,0233: . >.1· 0 
139 I. SINGLE fAMILY 837 N MONTICEL 

1H5 !3: 15,3 NGLE rAI 619 N MC 
.1j 46· 13: 1511114 NGLE FA~ 815 NMC (;E 
1447 ·tem32016 1'5,3: NGLE FAM 1 _ B\7': N'MC g: 
1448 16.0<332017 ~2.4 12 YES 

_1449 20.523 MULfi-FAMILY 652 N CENTRAL PARK 
1459' 1602332C 893 MULTt~PAIJliLY 850 N CENTRAL PARK 

_1451 . 10,509 YES 
1452 20 MUL FAMILY 842 N OEN 'RAl. PARK 
1453 14 SINGl 'FAMILY 640 N CEN RJILJ'I,RK 
14.54 i4,1• MUL •MIL 136 N CEN 1RAL PJ1RK 
1455 20.2~ MUL FA ~IL 334 N CEN RAL P!,RK 
1456 ·!30233 24,4j I SINGL PI MIL 1~2 N :E.N RAL PI 
1457 2· 1.49 rM'A s 5 13o N, :EN RAJ 

_1458 ,01 Ml rt-J 2 2 126 N' :EN 'RAL 
1459 M' fi·F, 2 122 N lENTRAL ~A 
1480 60:! Ml fl-f, 2 120 N :ENTR!\1, "/'; 
1461 602 M. 11-FA IS N :ENTRAl PARK 

_1452 iAIJLl:I-Fo I· 614·N :ENTRAL PARK 
1483 
1464 
1465 
1466 
1487 
1466 
1469 
1-470 

_1472. 
1473 
HH 
1475 
1476 
147' 
476 
178 

1460 
14~1 

14112 
14&.3 

86 
87 
88 

1469 
_1498 
14:111 
14:112 
~~ 

1494 

402112 
402( I_~ 

602• 14 
oo< 1.5 

H )240 07 
>0240' 108 

'60l!41141 1119 
16024 
16024 

1602~ . 
1602~ 

\6024041 

15,1 
1~'.468 

5,(170 
5,870 

Exelll!ll 
1ti,298 

1,046 
1 .9~8 
1,078 
.,076 

.'2 •• o: 
•9 

9,9< 
22.5~ 

i,41 

2: 

14, 
19,663 
20,96!1 
1: 065 

fE:;; 

YES 

YES 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

:o 
.TI·FAMILY 3 05!1 N RAl PARK 

1 S GLE FAMILY l O~i N lAL PARK 
f~FA 2. 053 N RAL PARK 

L Tf·FA <;2·_ :2 I illol!l N RAL PARK 
I LE FJ I . N RAJ,. PARK 

ri·FA 2 i N RAL PA.RK 
I·FA 2 .41 N CE rRAI . PARK 

·•S .f, ;l!;J N 'RALPARK 
I S . FMHL 3S N 'CE "RAL PARK 

1-FAM .Y 2 N CE 'RAL t'ARK 
1-FAMIL Y 2 1029 N CE;N'"RAL PAR 

I SING lF.,AJ LV p~~CEN"r'RAI.PAI 
. SINGLE FN .Y 021 N 1 :EU RAL PAR. 

MUUl·fAIV .¥ 0~9 N .EN RAL PAR 
Ml ri-FA!i LY 017 N CEN' tALP.AF 

J Sl~ L·E· FA! 015 N ;EN; . PA' 
Ml · L'-';-f Y----7----+-----i;,:------t-;:0~11,;-.1··~ N:E~N:'itAii'L-~ PAl~ 
Ml · LV 2 001' N :EN .. W. P_.!\1 
Ml I L=t1V----~2---+--~~--~0~05~NCE~N-~~T.L.~PAI~ 

City ol Chicago 

'Re\lised J11nuary 26, 2002 
2()00 EAV Elihiblllor Cenlr;.t Par!l Redevelopment Plao.xls 
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C~it:ago I Ce~lflll P-ar!{ 
Rede•elopmenf Plan an)! PI'Q)ect 

091~$12001 

COUI>IT 

196 
i97 

'198. 
19\l 
iDO 

1501 
_1502 
150 
150 

10 

14· 
1_515 
!518 
1517 
516 

151V 
1520 
15Z1 

_1522 
152.3 
1524 

52& 
526 
527 . 
526 
529 
530 

1531 

_1534 
1535 
15311 
153l' 
1536 
1.539 
~ 
1.541 
l542 
1&43 
1li44 
154 
154 
154 
~ 
154 
1550 
1551 
rsu 
1653' 
1554 
1555 
1556 
!557 
tli&ll 
1559 
1560 
1~61 

1562 
,563 
.lit; 
156 
li&l 
56' 

1561 
1511' 
l570 

157:2 
ISn 
1574 
1575 
1578 
un 

ReVised J;lnval)ll!$. 2002' 

PIN NUMBER 

so;N( 

60240 

160;240<1 

ID~ 

1! 03 
11: 103 

160; 104041 

160 0500 

1li0240500'7 

160240_?009 
160240 5010 

, ij024051J1 3 

16024051 •16 
1(1024054 
16024054 

15024054 

180:?405 •3-

IDV.t~u:> 

1602405 

160 

05 
105 l8 

02~ i003 

200!)EAV 

22,6i 
1M~ 
18, 
16,06; 
10;69! 
20, 

',64· 
20 
15 

1.'8J. 

i.-36 

),$7< 

'.18~ 
1,oa; 

3! 12!; 
·~! 158 
1~ [2 

15 

1,1:19'· 
'.7J 
i,4: 

23 122 
·.369'• 

19,(!31 
2~,833 

14,849 
1.437 
>,476 
:emot 
. tsu 
643 
488' 

24 387 
15.302 
1.4 9811 
22,520 
!5,35& 

1,496 
;.z 

rs 
;g 
15 
!S 
l5 

200'0 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAX· 
OEUNqUENT 

RESfDENTIAL NU~,!IER 'OF 

UNIT TYPE' ""'~~;;. ''"· 
MUL '1:(~1 ILY 2 

. FAI .Y 3 

i CAl 2 
: FAI 2 

FAI _2 
.TI-FAM 2 

I'IULri•FAM 2 
VIUL f.I·FAM 2 

2 
2 
2 
.0 

J044 

'AUL n·FAf> 
'AULfi·FM 

IGUo'AI 

.032 RA <E 
RA 
RA.6 

I Gll:. 'AI 1 
Sl ~GLE FAI 

1'11-FAM .Y ~-

AK 
:AK 
:Ali 

ri·Fim .Y 2 01'2 DRAK 
ll·f,AM 2 

UUI•F.AM l'f ~ 
Ul fi·F:AM • Y 2 

0 
Ml ri·FAMIL 2· 

002 ORJ\K 

105 IN DRAJ!E 
.T~FAMIL Y 2_ 
ri·FAMIL Y 2 
fi·FAMILY 
rJ,PAMlLY 2 

.1\:.IL'II·FAMILY 2 )43 DRAKE 
0 

NGI:E FAI !I_L Y 1 
ULri-EAM 2 
Ulfi•F.AM 2 2 
i!JL ri·FAM ;! 2 

'1-FI\ 2 '2 
H~Afl 2 2 
.EFI 1 
-I-FA 2 2 
.E Fl ·1 1 

' 'I·FAMI.Y 2 2 
I .EFAM .Y 1 '1 

103< 
1035 

10 
to; 
10' 
1.01 
10' 
.I PO 
100 
1005 

· rt·FAM :.Y 2 2 05!1 N 
rt-FAM LY 2 2 06' N 

I 1 105:! N 
ri·F.AM : Y . 2. 2 04!, N 

;-A,P LY 2 2 04E 
FAI LY 2 2 104> 
FA 1 I ~ 
Fll 1 ~ 
'A 2 2- 1034 
FAI 2 2 030' 

3LEFA _y 1 1 l2B 
1 124 

I RAK-E 

DRAI 

liS 
liS 
·ns 
liS 
liS a= 

LOUIS 

2:1 ,TJ·FAI 'y 2 2 IP22 
10 GLE FA 111 
15 >INGLEFAMILY 1:6 
14 iiNGLE~MIIT I~ 
22, MULD·FAMILY 2 10. 
15, >INGLE FAMILY. ~ :J_\i I 

0 

LO 
LO 

22. 4&. . rt-F, _y 3 1000 OUts 
15.860 fj-F; d 105~ I OlliS 
1~,3.14 rt·F . -Y JS&' LOUtS 
1! 02 I .E LY )53! · LOlnS 

>84 Ul TI-F. ns 
H 102 IG~FAMIL liS 
1! !31 I Sl IGLE FAMII..Y JIS 

024C >01 1E . GLE 'FAMILV JIS 
024C i00.8 IGLE FAMIL _111: JIS 

16024 l60' 
160~4 l60' 
16024 l17 

l600!4U! 1\l 
160;!40! >20 
16024%0'21' 

24 
6.7 

'& 

16 

ML FA! LY .3 1019 OL IS-
Ml FAI t:Y 3 1017 LOL I_S 
ML ~AI CY ·2 1015 · OL IS 
fi1L 1'!\1 L Y 2 1011 QL IS 
ML FAI _y 2 1007 OL IS 

0 

0 
MUUI·FAMILY 2 

0 
0 
2 1050 N TRUMBUL 

Gity of cnr.:ago 

2000 EAV Exhibit tor Ceolral Pari< Rede9elopment P~n.xls 
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Chkagol~nt~IPa~ 2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel Cliy or Ciiic_a_go 
R~av~lopmenl PfQn and Projecl 

TAX RESlDENTIAL NUMBE"R OF ·OllfCUPIED 
RJ!S.fOENTIAL OOUNT PINNUM&Eit 20D.fl EAV RESIDENTIAL R'ESIDENTIAL DELINQUENT UNJTTYPE1 

UNITs' UNITS' PROPERTY ADllFtESS' 

1578 1602<10~3 ;21,630 _ MULT-FAMILY 2 2 1 048 N TRJJMBUll 
1579 - 160l!i106fl24 1'9 4_96 MOll:I·I'AMILY 2' 2 IOA2 N TRUMBULL 
15tl(). 1602406025 20;09~ MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 I (l4ll N TRUMBULL 
1~1 16()2110602.6 23525 MULTI·FAMII. Y 3 ;r 1036 N TRUMBULL 
,582 1602"406027 22J30 MI:Jl'f'I·FI\MILY 3 3 1034 N 11WMBULL 
1583 1®2406028 - 20,094 MUL Ti·fAMilY 2 2 1032 N TRUMBUlL 
15114 1002406029 22.526 0 0 
1585 1602406030 20.229 MULTI·FAMIL Y 2 2 1026 N TRUMBUlL 
1'586 1602'40.6031 19,609 tJillLT~FAMILY 'l '2 1024 N ffilJMBULL 
158 1602406032 20229 M_ULTI-PAMil y 2 :2 ~ 012 N TRUMBULL 
1588 1.6024.06033 22,738 MULTL-FAMil:Y :2 2 1016 N.TRUMBULL 
1589 1602406034 22738 ·MULTI·FAMIL Y ,3, 3 101.4' N TRUMBU~ 
1598 1602406035 :22,564 MUL Tl-FAMIL Y 2 J. 101:2 N TRUMBUlL 
1591 160240.6036 2-1.668 MUlTI·FAMJL Y 2 1 1010· N TRUMBUll 
1592 i!l02406'0~7 ~.ns MULTI-FAMI~ y ~ ~ 1006 N TRUMBULL 
~59~ ~.6024ll60~B 20.229 MULT~FAMILY. 3 3 1004 N TRUMBULL 
1594 16ot-4Q6039 1~£76 

II 
2 2 1000 N TRUMBULL 

- 1U5 HI02407010 (9,:)(17 2 :2 1025 N TRUMBULL 
15911 ~~~07011 22,5!l9 2 2 102f N TRUMaUtl 
15llj 160240701~ 23;222 2 :z !019 N TRUMBULL-
1591i 1602407013 20,285 2 2 1015 N TRUMBULL 

'1591 r60Z-4_07o14· 2!1,659 0 0 
1600-- 160241~001 :22731 tJIULTI·FA~ILY 2 2 957l.J C-ENTRAL PARK 
1$81 1602.1.5002 15409 MOL:rl-FAMIL Y 2 2: 95:5 N CENTRALPARK 
1682 16Q241ti003_ 14 7'26 MUL Tl-FAMILY 2 2. 951 -N CE'NTRAL PARK 
180~ 1602415Q04 15.409 YES MUL H-FAMIL Y 2. 2 949-N CENTRAL F'ARK 
160~ 1602415005 ~B300 MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 -945 N CEt-!T.RA_l PARK 
1605 160241'500ij 6,848 0 0 
11PII 1602415907 17;2.17 MUL T~FAMIL Y 2' :t -941 N CENTRAl PARK 
1607 1602415006 EXemo\ Y€5 '() 0 
U88 16024_1,5009 H.652 MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 I 935 N CENTRAL PARK 
1689 1602415010 14.'753 YES MUl TI·FAMILY 2 2 933 N CENT.RAL !?ARK 
1610 1602415011 19613 MULTI·FAMILY 2 2 929 N CENTRAL PARK 
1611 160241501~ 15.262 · MULT~FAM)LY 2' 2 

927:1!1 1612. 16024f~013 15.967 l."""'""i 4 1 92.5N LPARK 
16"13 1 00241•50:14 16,405 ·t 1 921 N·CENT L PARK 
1.614 160241'501_5 15,'262 1 1 919 N CENTfW. PARK 
1615 10024150Hl 22,967 1 1 917 N CENTRALPAf3t<,_ 
161t" H!02415()t7 15,964 '(' 1 1 9Hi N CENTRAL PARK 
1617 fll02+1501B_ 15,954 SINGLE FliMILY t \ 911 N CENlRAL PMK 
11.111 1li624 "5()f9 7;101 MULTI·FAMILY t ll 909 N CENTRALPABK 
1119 1~2415020 15.262 S NGLE F-AMJL Y 1 i 905 N <;.ENTRAL PARK_ 
1628 16'0P\15021 U\26.2 SINGLE FAMI Y 1 1 90J.~~PARK 
1621 1601415022 20.049 MUL TI·F-AMtLY 2 2 _ 901 N RAL PARK 
162.2 16024\P023 2B,076 MULTI•FAMIL Y 2 2 - 956 NORAKE 
11123 1602415024 28,305 MUL TI·FAMILY 2· 2 $}52 N DRAKE 
1624 1602+1,5025 23691 MULTI·FAMILY '2- 1 950N DRAKE 
1625' 1602415026 21,010 MUL TI-FAMIL V 2 2 9:4f>N DRAKE 
1621 1602-415027 27.~B5 0 0 
1fi2'7 1602415026 23.416 

-~ 
2 2 940NDRAKE 

1628" 16.02415029 11,012" 3' 3 .93BN DRAKE 
~629 '160241"5030' Z-1.451. YES 2 '2. 934 N DRAKE 
16a8 160'2.415031 21,440 2 :2 930NPRAKE 
16"31 ?602415032' 20561 2 .2 ~8NDAAKE 
16l2 f602i115o33 20,56t MUL'l'I·FAMil V 2 .2 926N-DRAKE 
1133 16024t503-4 29 561 MULT~FAMILV 3 _3 .9.24NDRAf<E 
1634 ,602415(135 20561 MULTI·fAMIL Y 2 2 920N DAA~E 
1635 1602<115036 22,964 - M tTl-FAMILY 2 2 91JlNDAAf<E 
1636 160241P037 2),012 MULTI-F.AMILY 2" ·2 914 N DAAKE 
*sa1 11S02415038 20,561 MULTl-FAMIL Y 2 2 912NDRAKE 
1U6 16024150~9 20 567 MUL '(I-F .;-MIL Y 2 2 906 N.DRAKE 
.163~ 160:z.l:150.40 1s.431 MUI. 'l'I·FAMIL Y 2 2 904 N DRAKE 
1&40 160241P041 2.0,561 MUl T.i-f.AMIL Y 2. 2 .902_N Df!Al<E 
1&41 160241®42 15.t55 SINGLE;_FAMILY 1 \ SOON DRAKE 
1642 160·2416001 397M 0 (J 

.1643. 160.2416002 2<1682. YES p. 0 
1.U.C 160241~03 22.904 MULJI-FAMIL Y 2 2 951 N DRAKE _ 
l645 1602416004 18837 MUL 'ri·FAMIL Y 2 2 949 N.D"AAKE 
111"46 -!60<41"6005 19,B9B MULTl·FAMILY 2. 2 945NDRAKE 
111-4 1602416006" 19 ~2-5" MUL.Tl-FAMIL Y :;: 2 941 N.DRAKE 
t6A8 1602416.007 7 33"8 YES o· 0 
1649 1602416008 23,2,02: MULTI•~AMIL Y 2 2. .935 N DRAKE 
1&SO 160241600S 23;231 MIJLTHAMilY 2 2. '933ND£W<E 
1151 1602<416010 20;44~ YES MULJ -FAMILY 2 929NLlRAKE 
1652 160241.6011 232:31 MULTI-FAMlL Y 2 2 ll25 NDRAI"..E 
1653 16024.160f2 23.164 MlJl1:t-FAMILY 2 2 924NORAKIO 
1654- 1602416013 20,443 MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 921 N DRAKE 
1655 1602416014" 1.9"816 .MUlTI·FAMILY 2 2. 917 N DRAKE 
1~&- 160~416015 '20,436 MIJLTJ·FAMtl. Y 2 z 91-sN DRAKE 
185:7 1~1Ei0t6 19 .. 78o MUL TI:I'AM!l Y ~ 2 91.3 N DRAKE 
f6S8- 1602416011 .2D.461 MUL1HAMILY 2 C) 909N DRAKE 
1659 16()-24 16016- 2M~5 MUll' ·FAMILY 2 2 i105 N DRAKE 
16.60 16024160!9 20,590 MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 903 N DRAKE 

09125/2q01 
Revised January 2Jl; 2002. 2(1 
200Q ~AV EX111blt fotCenllal Par~ Redevelopmen) Plan.xls PGAV Urban ConsuUlnll 



ChocaQo I Central Pall< 
Redevelopment Plan al'!d Project 

200,0 Estlma~ed EAV by T~: P;1rcaf 

091251;2001 

COUNT PJN NUMBER 2000 EAV TAX 
DEU~QlJENT 

RESIDENTIAL RESIDENTIAL 
UNIT TYPE1 ""';;~~;;.; uu. n~uJ;;~~~; ~~ PROPERTY ADORES$' 

1S02 l602 16&1 15,173 MUL n-FAMlLY 2 90.1 N DRAKE 
16'12. '6,11 0 
11163 14.&1& Ll' FI\M LY 1 952 NSf 
16&4 18,2il9 LE FAM lY 1 9Sd N S' 

_'11G5 160241602 1&; LE FAM LY t 94,8 N S1 
166& '3 .E' FA 1 94• N STL~ 
1867 19 YES LE FA 1 94 I ST 
~ 1602•116027 _YE$ I 1 !l4 I.Sl: lC 
69. 1602•116028 93 I. ST 
70. . 6 FA 93 I S1' 

IE1_ ,3.6 YES FA .Y !13 1 ::;- LQ 
r2 1602• 16~· ,51 FA LY 32 

an 1602• tson ·1B.2oo FA 2s 
1674 1~ 735· FA 26 )UIS 

76- H•, 135 lLE FAM LY 1 24 IS 
7& 1, ,595 IG.LE F.A 1 22 IS 
77 1!·,178 GLE FA 1 20 JUIS 
rs 1so2• ;03i 5. ;()1 o 0 
r9 1602• i038 15,166 I SIN! ; FAM LY 1 914 LOUIS 

!Mil_ i,22tl :tNI : FAM LY 912 LUUIS 
I~ 1602• i04V i,959 iiNI 'PAM LY 910 DUIS 
1682 160: :0'11 · iiNI 'FAM _ Y 90 OUts 
1683 iiNI 'FI\M 90 Ol)IS 
I&!!_ INGLE FAM 9G I ·S:'L'C JIS 
1185 15; INGLE•FAM 9n IS' LOUIS 
(6116. 22; INGLE FAM 95 IS 'LOUIS 
Jae; IS0241701 lB.. 'S LE FAI 1 \!5!• N S 
1688 1:602417PII3 15-,2 . S LE FAI _y 953 N S 

1681 l24l7004 : IS. 'SJ LEF1 !!,"-,j-Y--:i---l----+-1--t----;94~91Ni7-l*-i'S'lffi~-..j 
~1~69~~-+-~1e)2~~-~~7~005~~~~8~7~1·~----+·~SI~~~:~FA~~"+--~-~--~1--+~94~7'N~S~~~ 
~ 1E 124'1fOOo I:S. , SIN L!: F-A 1 94l Is· 
611< 102417007 7,172 I SIN LEFA 94: IS: 

7012 ' SINGL :FA 1 93 
I SINGL , FAM 929 I ST I 

1E 7Q· I SINGL .FAM 925 I S1'K 

1718· • . ~-~~·~~1~--Y-E'S --~·s~JNG~I~FAM~IIT~-~:i---1--~--~~~~~~4 !7_jl " : SINGL 'FAMILY 1 932 lRUMBlll 
1721 D 
12' I SINGLE FAMfL Y 921 lRUMBUl 

!nJ 1. I $1~ -E 'AMIL y 92· [1'\UMBUL 
172: Sl LE 'AMIL¥ 1 IB~ 
1724 20 I Sf~ LE 'AMIL Y 1 IBU 
1725 (6024' 7040 6,1 I Sit .)LE "AMIL 1 

172$ 1602• r{)J 211 L.Y 
HH 1602• rO• t1 I Sl~ LE 'AMIL Y 
ml 1•1.682 I SINGLE 'AMJL V 
729 t; 02 I SltiG.J.E 'AMIL¥ 
738- !602• l TO• 841 
731 1602· 170 ,21! 

1732 os: 

. 73 

l3 
740. 
741 

1742 
_1743 

1.1 06 

1602· 
161)2 

90 
i68 
110 
i97 

19.:198 
15,315 

¥ES 
SINGLE FAMIL · 

MULrt·fAA LY 
SINGLE FAIIIL 
S.INGLE FA\11LY 
MUL Tl'FA~ L Y 

GLEFAI~ILY 
~GLEFAiiiiL 

GLEFAM 
~GLEFAM _y 
~GLEFAM .Y 
NGLE FAM .Y 
NfJLt::F1\M LY 

1 
UL 

906 
906NTRUM UL 

902 N TRUMBUL 

~~ UMBULL 
91 RUMBUL 

1 9i RUMBULL 
2 .9> RUMBt 
l 94 RUMB\ Ll 

8.4 [11' \ll\ 
941 rRl \18\ 
,937 N fR MBl 
-93SN m MBI 
933 N TR MBULL 
929 N TRL MBUL 

City QfChi<;allO 

~Jsed Jan vary 28, 2002 
2000 EAV E><hlb1rlot Cenlllll Park RedJNelopmenl Plsn.l!ls 

21 
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Chicago I Central Park 
R~develpwnent Plan and J?ro[ect 

COUNT PINNUMliER 288'$EAV 

~000 Eslh1\~~d eAV by Tax Pal"(;el 

TAX 
UEUNQUENT 

6UZ41B0'6 169 .Y Z 9 
6024 0\i t.584 . Sil' "A~ L Y 915 IMB11 
6024 01~ 1.1!37 YES ~y· .1 .!i 13 IMBU 
6024- 0~9 '20,834 M.L .Tt-FAMI.Y 2 9 ITI JMBU 

'8,115 0 0 
1~ 16024 . 021 19,273 INGLE FAI i:Y 1 905'1'-1 UMBUL 

_1' 14,622 ULr~FM .Y .2 _2 ~ H 1.JMB_Y1_ 
1' 1602< 111023 ,162 m FAI LY: :90J ITI~UMBUL 
f' 1602• 18026 ~847 ~G FAI LV' Ill IN HOMAN 
17!7 1~· 18027 i.469 _YES ~G FAI g: IN HOMAN-
17Sll 1002• \QO;i!8 i,l-3' fAI LY -~ ij• ; f'l HOMAN 
1.759 1602•11802~ ;',875 UL FAM 3 ll- ! N K<fMA~ 
17GB H522 ~G FA~ LY g, 1 N.KCJMA~ 

t761 ,151 NG FAll L:Y ~IN MAl'' 
1762 l~418032 !58' ~G :FAMILY t 93 IN MA~ 
1763 184 : FAM LV ! N Mill\ 

17115 16024'11!035 ~G 'FAM LV 1261 MA~ 

1768 1602418\J:JB 58 Ul I·FAMI.Y 124_ MA~ 
1767 ,27 ~GLE FAM LY 122 MAl 

r11 16024 -6041 ',90 I Sl~ GlE FAI LY 1 j!J.O N OM . 

1773 16112416043 15..264 $1~ LE FAI LY 1 906-N OM 
_1774 160_2.~·16044 19,6(); I Sl~ LEfAI 904 N i'IOMAN 
1.775 1~< ;604~ 2~ uz: Ml .n-FAMJ 3 3 j!OO_N HOMAN 
1776 1602• '8046 Ex ~mpt _o 

I!MJ 2~ .126 0 
r7S 1 • 19002 H ,364 ff·FAMIL Y <! 2 . 855' N {:.ENTRAL,PII 
r79 11 19003 1! ,300 YES n-FAMIL.Y 2 2 65.3 N CENTRA' . p, 

1788 19004 21,0~2 ~GlE FAMIL B4S N CENTRAL P, 
17a1 il )05 i,300 3LE FAMILY 84i' N CENTRAl. P1 
162 l09 ,158 3LE FAMI.Y 
783 lOi :,682 IS JLE FAMI.Y 641 N CE [RA!. p, 
1~ )08 ,74.6 YES I~ :OLE FN/11-Y 

L785 16024- 09 ,746 I Sl ::lLE FAMI"Y 1 
~9 N , 'NTRAL p, 

rR/iLPARK 

.o9/25/2001 

1786 161l24100i() -.166 

1788 16u24 >lltY12 1.-626 
1788 1i 2-4.19013 .532 
798 ~~19014 '-,4.86 
791 16 119015 1,01!! 
192 (419016· ',11!9 
793 !410017 14.~1 
194 23.Ml6 

1888 
1881 
181 

_111( 
1111 
tGI 
ttll 
18117 
!_!1()11 

1818 
181.1 
1812 
1613 
1.614 
1815 
1816 
181-7 
111'18 

_W1Bc 
:1.628 
1821 
1822-

_16Z3 
1824 
1825 
1626 

1902: 

~4\9027 
-191126 
19029 

l02 

6024 1.041 

160242000 

7,031 
i.09S 

i.44 
,1-8 
.164 
1.~ 

'i,200 
1,296-
62'3 

. :~ 408• 
Z653 
2l 166 
11 i:20 

06 
2' :14& 
z. i42 

!78 
•19.660 
1\!.442 
2: )2 
2(1,3( 

20,630 
162 

14. i'39 
14364 
14 119 
1· .468 
Jl l66 

,251 

Revl~ed January 28, 20oi 
2000 EAV Exhll\11 for Central Par1< Redevelo)lmenl Plan.xls 

YEl;! 

YES 
YES 

YES 

YEs 

MUl fJ..FAMil.)' 
SINGLE FI.\MILY 
.MU fi·FA.MILY 

I SINGlE FAMILY 

SINGLE FAMILY 

I SINGLE FAMILY 
SINGLEFAMII 

'AI 

·I 'AI 
'AI 

_ML n-:FM 
Ml n-FAMIL' 

MULJI·FAI'<liL Y 
MUL rt·FAMILY 

MULri-FAMikY 

-~~ 
SINGLI:OFAMILY 

I 'SINGLE FAMIL 
SINGlE FAMIL V 
SINGLE FAMIL V 

SINGLE.FAMltY 
SINGLE FAMILY 
SINGlE FAMILY 

1 

1 

0 

0 
0 

1 

_2 
0 

1 

0 
1 
1 

0 
2 
1 

_f 

.1 
0 
1 
1 
0 
·o 

0 
2 
2 
1 
0 

1 

I '83'_N CE ::V,' PA _ 
827 N GE '(A' F"A 
62_5 N CE 'lAI M 
621N ;~: ~l 

856N DRAKE 

142 N DRAKE 
l40.N DRAKE 
l36NDRAKE 
l34N DRAKE 
l32N DRAKE. 

s: IN DRAKE 
626NDRAKE 
622N DRAKE 
618 N DRAKE 

3552WCHICAGC 
3550WCI-IICAGO 

.354-4 we c:l\< 
35.42W CAl 
.3536W [;AI 0 
.3536W CAl 
3534W CAl · 

·assN DRAKE 
S5'3N DRAKE 
S51 N DRAKE 

_847_N DRAKE 

843N DRAKE 
.(139N DRAKE 
837NDRAKE 

22 
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Cnlcagol Ce~lral Park 
Redevelopment Plan ;p~d Project 

2000 EilUmated EAV l)y Tax Parcel 

09125(.1001 

COUNT PIN NUMBER 

16024201 

)242( 
16024 

6024 

16024 
837 16024 

16024 
S39 160U )Z 

1602· )24 
6C 

60: 

2000 EAV' 

14. i31 
14,!i52 
1G. 13 
14. 17 
7.0 l1 
',031 

~~ '67 

H 524 
1e .52. 
~~ 1181 

16: 
14, 
14; 
14, i9l 

1846 M, 
_1847 
1641! 14 ;g 
1649 

TAX 
DELINQUENT 

YES 

YES 

Rf.$IDENTIAL NUMBE,R OF 

UNIT TYPE1 "~~~~~IIU. 
SINGLE FAMILY . I 
MUL n-FAMIL Y .2 

0 
I SINGLE FAMICY 1 

SINGLE FAMILY 
MULfi·FAMILV 

:SINGLE FA~ll Y 

I SI~GLE FAM .Y 
I SI~GLE FAM "y 
SI~GLE FAM .Y 

fl·fMI.Y 
LE ~AI LY 
LE 'AI .Y 
LE FAI .Y 
LE FAI .Y 
TI•F \M LY 

MUL ri·F'AMILY 

0 

z 

0 

1 
z 
0 

0 

1 
1 
2 
1 
0 

'0 

RE.\!ID!iN'rt~L 
PROPERTY AI)DRESS' 

835N DRAKE 
633 N DRAKE 

62TN DRAKE 

821 N.DRAKE 
819NDRAKE 
1l15NDRAKE 

854NS:r 
652 N s· 
846 N S' 
1146 NS1 
844 N Sl OU 
.642 N S' OL 
-840 N S·l DU 
836 N s:r LOUIS 
834 NST OUIS 
B32NST Q).JIS 

l!Zt>N S JUIS 

1850 14 l5 
1681 60 14 )5 

1'852 ·.o:: 
MUl~~-Yb+----~--~---~2---+~e~~N~I~Sl.~O~UIIS ~ 
-~~~-YL+·--~~--~---~3---+~~~201N~1~51L~QR~LU~~~ 

111S3 17,243 
1854 r,031 
1S55 ',031 
1656 r,931 
185i 1 602420041 !,359 
1858 16024:! 042 r,031 
1859 ',93 
11180 16024< 044 ',60 

_1881 ~.32 
1682 :x!'mt 
1663 ~_MI· 

1U4 160 i,081 
_1965 ~ i,92'C 

YES 

t'ES 
YES 
YES 

_YES 

MUL TI·FAMIL Y 

~IXED USE 

MIXED USE 
~IXEDUSE 

2 
0 
·o 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

614 N tioT DUIS 

3514 W CHICAGO 

3506 W CHICAGO 
350;' W CHICAGC 

1 11 16C i.921 rNGLE FAMILY a~ 
11 · :emo ULE FAM LV 649 
11 160 i.1~ IGLE FAM LV 647 
11 1 645 I 
!I. 6~ 1007 LE F.A 1 1 643 

.18i 16C LE FA 839 N ST IS 

_1874 160 LEFA 1 1133 N 51 
1875 16C 11 LE FAt.l !131 N 51 
_1878 ·160 ~ 11-FAMI.V 2 Z 827 N.S1 IS 

77 1602-421014 IS.: LE FAM 1. 825 N ~·1 IS 
78 1602421015 fES. 0 

1602.421016 ',0, YES 0 
T,O; lfES· 0 

YES 
.16024: 1019 17;0 Sl IGLE F. AM e~;6'N 'RUMB 

14. 1 ~' I•N"RlJM8 
16024: 021 I 7,. YES 'AI./ .I!: ~ 'fWMB 

!Bl \6024l LE FAI.I 8·18 N 'RUMB 
181 16U24l . FA 6·16 N iRUN 
661 r60242 FA 1 8·14 N 'RUN 
861 FA 1 642 TRUI.I 

591 16( 103 16,7.03 0 
191 1M 03: 1,639 MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 

1897 16C 134 Exempt o 
1898 16C 035 14,068 0 

)0 16C242103 ',7_:~ 

13 
)4, 

185 
1908' 
1907 
190« 
1989 

·,9!13 
~ '121( '.1!l9 

160 42.104 
160 42,104 
160'2422001 

),9!l6 
031 
,031 
,031 

IC 
00 

1!i.218 

SINGLE FAMILY 

MUL ri•FAMILV 

SINGLE FAMILY 
I SINGLE I'AMILY 

MUL ri·FAMlLY 
SINGLE FAMILY 

0 
2 

0 
1 

0 
2 

822 N TRUMBUL 

8~4 'N TRUM8UL 

~38 W CHICAGC 
3438 W CHICAGC 

857.N 
B55N 

City of Chicagp 

ReVised January2a, 2'002 
2,000 EAV E:xhlbll for CeriJr.al Pa\1{ ~evek>pn]enr·PJan.l<\s 

2~ 
f>GAV Urt)an ConStJlting 



ChicagpJ Cent.ral Par!< 
Redevelopment .Plan and Project 

2000 Estlmilte~ EAV by Talll>arcel 

09/25/2001 

COUNT Pill NUMBER 2000 EAV 

Ill 

Ill 
19 

928 
Ji21 
!922 
923 

1924 
192~ 

192E 

192~ 

1921 
930 
931 
932 

1933 

1935 

_1937 
1938' 
1ll3!T 

16024 

1602• 
1602• 
1602• 

1602• 
IBOZ• 

· IZZ• 
122• 

24220 
24220' 

1220 
122(] 

12•122017 

!6024221 

. :,20 
25,69 

•.zo 
W,79 
14.80 
14.4.9 
H.Oii' 
2C251 

1€ ,681 

1,00 
i,79 
1,45 

I 1102422( ,,22 
!SOl :422( 38 
teo; :<422( 40 
160:422029 755 
160l 030 . 176 

1602422033· u; 229. 
1602.422034 lE 744 

1E 
1602422• 136 
160: 12203i 20. 
ISO; 122038 24, 
160 !2039 ~ 

1947 160 2!2040 20, 
1948 2204 :Zl' 
1949 2~ 

1958 !.422043 15, 
195' !422044 -~· 
195: 12423001 ~~ 
195: E.xe!Jli 

TAX 
DEUNQUJ;NT 

_YES 

YES 

'YES 

RESIDENllAL 
UNITTYPE1 

)IN LE FA~ .Y 
lll'l LE FA~ _y 
MU TI-FAM LV 
)IN• LE FA~ _y 

Sl GLEFAMIL 
S GLEFAMJL 
Sl GLEFAMIL 

~M 

FAll 
i,FAI _y 
i·FAN cY 
1-FAI'I 
-FAI .Y 

Ml TI·FAMLY 
i Sl~ GLE FAM _y 
! Sl~ GlE f".IIM _y 

· LEFAM .Y 
LE PAl LY 
1-FAMI.Y 

IN.Q oFAM 

I·FAM 
IGLE FAN L¥ 

SIN( . FA .Y 
SINC :FA .Y 
SINC : I'A LV 
SINC :FA I.Y 
MUI I-FA~ .Y 
MULfi·FAM _y 

2 
1 
0 
1 

0 
3 
1 

1 
1 
2 
1 
I 

2 

0 
0 

2 
2 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
ll 

0 
1 
1 
1 
1 

1 
1 

2 

2 

0 
0 
1 

2 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

653 N IKUMB 
851 N rRUMB 
847 N TRUMB 
84.5 N TRUMB 

841 N TRUM6L . 
Q: 'N rRUMill 
8:!5'1~ TRUMBU 
0633 N rRL BL 
631 N TRL BU 
'62:' N TRL BUl 
625 N fRL BUl 
623 N TRL ·BUl 
B:•N 

8·15 N fRL A81 
NHG 
NHil 
:NHC 
NHC 
N HC 

842.N HC 
B:l6 N H{ 
636 NHI 
634NHI 
830 N HI IAN 
828 Nt11 \1\1 

816 NHOMI\1 
6 I.NHOMAI 

34~ WCHfCA1 
34< WCHICI\1 
:341BWCHICf\1 l() 

lll5•. 1602423003 15,00 I SINGLE FAMILY ~OMAI'( 

9fil 15.00! SINGlE FAMILY 1 9511\II'IOMAN 
95& ~ 15,00! SIN6LE FAMILY 949 N HOMAN 

~!~~~~~:~~·~·~~.~~.7~4~8o~-------4~S!N~GLLE~:F~AM~IL~~--~~--+---~--~~~94~:·~NI~HOM~AN~ 
185! 7'51 SINGLE FAMILY 93:7 N tiOMAN 
11161 1602 1010 )~1 

196 1002 1019 17; 
19&: 101 
116: 1602 102· :XI! ol 

19M 160242<001 
1865 16024: ,Q02 
1966 160242'·003 
19t7 

13 
14 

1975 
_1976 
1977 
1973 
1979 
1~80 

1981 
1982 

_1983 
1 

.1989 
_1990 
!991 

_1~_2:, 

160: 

16( ·?5006 
·25007 

!60,0 
l24 !501 

)24 t5013 
16024 !50t4 

·00 
·35 

282 
224 
913 
·16~ 

ll9 
313 
~36 
'3 
10 

'51 
1tl22 
1.5, 131. 
6. 51 
15. l:l 
6. 51 
15,!;49 
14.179" 
16.1173 
17,735 

14,1)96 
14,980 

YES 

YES 

YES 

y.t:::; 

0 

0 
0 
0 

LE FAMIL 'f 1 923 N ~ 

~~----7---~---~~·---+--~~~,~~~~~H~~,~~ 
~ 1 ,g15N~ 
LEFAMJLY 1 913 N H1 

SLEFAMIL.Y 91 N H 
·SINGlE FAMil 1 909 NH• 

I SINGLEFAMIL 1 9Q7 N H oMAN 
I SlNGl.EFAMIL 903 N_~ IMAN 

2 901 Nf.l1 IMAN 
1 3348WIOWA 

L~Y----7---~--~----+--~~~o>~WIO~WA.~~ 

SINGLE FAMILY 
I SINGLE. FAMILY 

.E FAM LY 
-EFAM .Y 
"t::FI\MII:.Y 
.EFAM 
.EFAM .Y 
llE FAMILY 

0 
0 
0 
1 

0 
0 
1 

1 

1 3342 W IOWA. 
0 
0 
0 
1 
1 
0 
0 
0 

853N_H9MAN 
851 N HOMAN 

841 N HOMAN 
837N BOMAN 
835 N HOMAN 
8;33 '.N HOMAN 
3349WIOWA 
'3347·WIOWA 
334~WIOWA 

cuyorch~go 

R~'i\se<l January 28, 2002 
2000 EAV E><llibl1 for Central Pati< Redevl'lopmen.l Plsn,xls 

24 
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Chicago J Central Park 
Redevelopmenl Plan and Project 

09/25/2001 

COUNT 

199l 
188• 
198! 
1891 
i91 

20 
20 
201 
~07 
~08 

2 

20 
20 
2C 

2ll' 
20 
20' 

20 
20 
2026 
2027 

2030 
2031 
2032 
2033 
2034 
2035 
2~36 

~37 
lSO 

141 

144 
145 
146 

2047 
2048 
21149 
21150 
21151 
2052 
2053 

2 55 
2~56 

2~57 
2050 
2059 
~060 

l061 
W62 
!003 
!084 

·2065 
!066 
!06' 
!006 
Z069 
W10 

072 
073 
074 
!75 

Revised January 28, 2002 

PIN NUMBER 

11 n42sc 

1602 iOO 

1nu;,o 
1602427( 
160242 

lti<J;<4UU 

16024 !70 

16024 
16024 
16024 

1602427( 
1602427( 
1602427029 
160242703C 
1602427031 
1602427032 
1602427035 
1602427036 
1602427037 
1602429004 
1602429005 
1602429006 
160242900< 
1602429008 
1602429009 
1602429010 
16024 ,011 
16024 017 
16024 1018 
16032 '032 
1603: •m 
1BO: 134 
1603: 035 
1603: 036 

160322' 039 
1son3 D35 
(6032311 l6 

16032311 
teo: 23 !4! 

132•)29 

1603 23203.8 
160323 )39 
160323 !044 

1603232046 
1603233020 
16( 3302 
1603233022 

16D l23:W24 

2000 EAV 

14,'3 
i,7o 

164 
198 

8,438 
Exemot 
21.263 
69,536 
2 102 
Exemot 

.75' 
21.97 
~),478 

21.93: 
15 761 
21,8& 
14, 
2: OS 
4, l87 

19 62: 
19,747 
19,856 

.032 
1,032 
1.05( 

:Xemt 
1.2· 

6,0l 
19, 60 

15. 
1, 

114.708 
150.996 
63.l3C 

57! 826 
594 253 
734 993 
61:.566 
902,525 
16li,214 
21.724 
',3, 

20.03 
25,5< 

19.~ 

6 
11 

19 
4< 
4: 
13 

__11§,_441 
!3,172 

101 
691 
105 
385 
687 

. 29,828 
28,763 
109,5( 
Exem[ 
s9.ro 
22.58( 
Ex em~ 
Exem01 
106,530 
68,755 

2000 EAV Exhibit for Central Par!( Redevelopment Plan .xis 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAX RESIDENTIAL 
DELINQUENT UNIT TYPE1 

YES 

rES 

SINGLE FA! LY 
SINGLE FA~ 
SINGLE FA! LY 
SJNGLEFM LV 
MUL TI·FAM LY 
MUL TI·FAM LY 
MULn-FAM LY 

MULTI-FAMILY 
I SINGLE FAMILY 

MULTI·FAMILY 

MUL rt·FAMILV 
M\JL rt·FAMILY 
MULn-FAMILY 

MUL rl-f'AMILY 
MUL n-FAMILY 

YES MULrt·FAMIL'f 

SINGLE FAMILY 

YES 

iES 

3 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
n 
0 
(I 

0 
.2 

2 
0 
2 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
4 
3 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
{) 

.0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0. 
0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
2 

0 
0 

0 
4 
3 

2 
0 
0 

0 

.0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

Q 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

l<t: .. IUI:N IIAL 

f'HOI't::.R "UUI\I:i>"' 

334'1 W IC 
3348WR' 

-3344 WRI 
3340WRI 

823N'H5ll 
819 N HO~ 
81SNH5M: 

864 N CHRISTIANA 
-ii62NCHRISTIANA 

860 N Cl 

854 N I 
852 N :1-lRISTIAiliA 
850 N I 

834N I 
632 N CHRISTIANA 
.83ll N 

820N ::HRI!=:' lAW. 

C1ty of Cl\lcago 

25 
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Chicago I Central Park 
Redevelopment Plan a~d Project 

09/25/2001 
Revised January 28, 2002 
2000 EAV Exhibit for Central Par1< Redevelopment Plan.xls 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel City of Chicago 

26 
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Chicago I Central Park 
Redevelopment Plan 8/ld ProJect 

COUNT 

215V 
2180 
2161 
2162 
2.183 
2164 
2165 
21$6 
2187 
2168 
216V 
2170 
21 1 
2172 
2173 
2174 
2175 
2176 
2177 
2178 
2179' 
21118 
2181 
2162 
2163 
2164 
2185 
2186 
2187 
2188 
2189 
21VO 
21D1 
2192 
21!13 
2194 
2195 
2196 
2197 
2198 
2199 
2200 
2.281 
2202 
2203 
2204 
2205 
2286 
2287 
2.286 
220D 
2210 
2211 
2212 
2.213 
2.214 
2215 
2218 
2217 
2218 
2219 
2220 
2221 
2222 
2223 
22.24 
22.25 
2226 
2227 
2.228 
2.229 
2.230 
2231 
2232 
2.233 
2.234 
2235 
2.236 
2237 
2.238 
2.239 
2.240 
2241 

O!l/25/2001 
ReVIsed January 26, 2002 

PIN NUMBER 

1603407031 
1603407032 
1603407033 
1603407034 
160.3407035 
1603407036 
1603407037 
1603407036 
1603407039 
1603407040 
1603407041 
1603407042 
1603415021 
160341502.2 
1603415023 
1603415024 
1603415025 
1603415026 
1603415027 
1603415026 
1603415029 
1603415030 
1603415031 
1603415032 
1603415033 
1603416034 
1603415035 
1603415036 
1603415037 
1003415036 
1603415039 
1603415040 
1603423021 
160a423022 
1003423023 
1603423024 
1603423025 
1603423026 
1603423027 
1603423028 
1603423029 
1603423030 
1603423031 
1603423032 
1603423033 
1603423034 
1603423035 
1603423036 
1603423037 
1603423038 
1603423039 
1603423040 
1603431022 
1603431023 
1~03431024 
1003431025 
1603431026 
1603431027 
1603431028 
1603431029 
1603431030 
1603431031 
1611100016 
1611100017 
1611100018 
1611100019 
1611100020 
1611100024 
1611100025 
1611100026 
1611100027 
1611100026 
1611100029 
1611100030 
1611100031 
1611100032 
1611100033 
1811100034 
1611100035 
1611100036 
1611100037 
1611100~6 
1611100039 

2000 EA.V 

19062 
19100 
19 062 
20,049 
23,696 
19,062 
24196 
24,063 
50,049 
Exempt 

554 
2.2,935 
23,9 2 
20,136 
29M2 
20&50 
20136 
20.136 
25 210 
22,981' 
29,092 
21951 
22,413 
19,674 
30 326 
23,609 
19,854 
19,674 
29,624 
27636 
26,253 
8,709 
21,099 
23,627 
19169 
21,757 
19169 
19169 
21,901 
26,669 
23,665 
20,941 
24512 
19,874 
23,614 
29-468 
28,650 
19-874 
19,5Q2 
29,755 
36,143 
20.492 
65,236 
40,234 
61,342 
103,524 
88,273 
26,352 
258S3 
25,893 
31,305 
5,280 
9837 
4289 
4,269 
·4,269 
4,289 
4 692 
4,8S2 
4,892 

19,080 
4,8S2 

23.674 
19,671 
3,415 
4696 

10,29;1 
Exempt 
4,696 
4,696 
4,696 
4696 

22,916 

2000 EAV Exifil:ut for Central Pari! Redevelopment Plan. xis 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAl( RESIDENTIAL NUMEIEROF 
RESIDENTIAL 

DELINQUENT I,JNITTYPE1 

UNITS1 

0 
YES 0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

YES 0 
0 

YES 0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

YES 0 
0 
{) 

M\JI. Tl:FAMIL Y 2 
MULTI,FAMIL Y 2 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 

0 
SINGLE FAMIL V 1' 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 

0 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY. 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILy 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY. 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGlE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

YES 0 
0 

YES () 

0 
0 

YES 0 
YES 0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
(j 

YES. 
0 
0 

YES 0 
YES M · LTI-FAMILY 2 
YES 0 

MUL TI•FAMfl Y a 
MULTI·FAMJLY 3 

OCCUPIED 
RESIDENTIAL 

UNITS' 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
·0 
·o 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
2 
1 
'I 
0 
1 , 
1 
0 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
0 
0 
0 
(l 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
a 
3 . 

c~y or Chicago 

RESIOENTIAL 
PROPERTY ADDRESS• 

1024 N PULASKI 
1022 N PULASKI 
1015 N PULASKI 
1016 N PULASKI 

1010 N PULASKI 
1006 N PULASI<J 
1004 N PULASKI 

956 N PULASKI 
954 N PULASKI 
952 N PULASKI 
948 N PULASKI 
946 N PULASKI 
942 N PULASKI 
940 N PULASKI 
936 N PULASKI 
.934 N PULASKI 
930 N PULASKI 
9~8 N PULASKI 
924 N PULASKI 
922 N PULASKI 
91 8 N PULASKI 
916 N PULASKI 
912 N PULASKI 
910 N PULASKI 
906 N PULASKI 

712NHARDING 

706 N HI\RDJNG 
704 N HARDING 

!27 
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Chicago I Central Park 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

COUNT 

2242 
2243 
~ 
~2· 
22• 
22• 
~ 

~21 

Z2~ 

2252 
2253' 
2254 
2255 

.ill! 
'2257 
2258 
225~ 
2261 
226' 
226: 
228; 
2264 
2265 
226 
226 
226 
126 
22i 
22i 
2272 
2273 
2274 
2275 
2278 
22i 
2276 
227ll 
2260 
2261 
!262 
2283 
2284 

.2295 
2266 
228 

. 228 

22.94 
2295 
2.29& 
2297 
2298 
2288 

180 
101 
102. 
103 
104 

2~05 
_2306 
230: 
230~ 
2309 

.1lli. 
2311 
2312 
2313 

_2314 
2315 
2318 
!31~ 

2318 
1318 
2320 
2321 
2322 
.2323 
_2324 

09/2512001 
Revised January 28, 2002 

PIN NUMBER 

.61' 1000 
61' 1000 

lll_!(J 
011 

101 
1101004 
•1C 005 
1101006 . 

16 1111 00 
16 006 
16 09 

10'1010 
01 

10 12 
1101013 

01014 
01015 

116 
011 
011 118 

16' 011 119 
16' 1011 120 
16' 1101024 
16' 1101025 
16 10102~ 

16 1101027 
16-11' 01028 
161 11029 
161 )1030 
161 1103' 
161 132 
161 )33 
161 ~1M_ 
161 135 
161 136 
161 011 
161_ )38 

1101041 
1101042 
1101043 
1101044 
101045 

161' 101048 
1111' 101050 
161 101051 
16' 101052 
16' 10:001 
16' 1102002 
16' 1102003 
1§.: 1102004 
16' 102005 
16' 102006 
16' 10200 
16' 10200: 
16' 10200 
16'1110201 

;1110201 
110201 

0201 
02.01 
)2( 17 

18 
)2119 
32020 

l2022 
161' 11021 13 
161' 110< 024 

_ill Ito: '027 
161 110: :026 
161110J 029 
16' 110< :030 
161 02031 
1611' 02032 

111 33 
J1 '14 
111 l5 

16 

16111 
..1§111 
1611' 
161 

2000 EAV 

4. 
4, 
16, >2 
99, 
99, 
E xemot 

>mot 
17C 
736 
170 
170 
192 

Exemot 
9,264 

BB5 
22 7.91 
1E 949 
22 758 

1.800 
i,B42 
1,411 
~18 
156 
195 
116 

Exempt 

131 
116 

2: 142 
3,0! 
20,289 
Ex em 
17. 
19. 
47. 
91, 

• 14 
,760 
l63 

4, 
11.'3: 
9, lOB 
9. lOB 
10, 23;; 
5, 

5, 
5, 

1,389 
.950 
,770 
.770 

),92.1 
1,383 
i.216 
1,651 
>,492 
1,32' 
1,424 

19.636 

2000 EAV Exhibit for Central Park Redevelopment Plan.xls 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAX RESIDENTIAL .NUMB~R_OF 

DELINQUENT UNIT TYPE' ""~~;~ 
(ES 
YES 

(ES 

YES 
0 

YES 0 
(1:8_ 0 
YES 0 

0 
YES 0 

MUl n-FAM .Y 2 
MUL rt·FAM I.Y 2 
MUL r1-FAM I.Y 2 
MUL 'I·FAM .Y 2 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

YES 0 
1l 

0 

0 
0 

0 

YES 0 
YES 0 

0 

0 

0 
YES 0 

0 
0 

fE, 0 
YE 0 
YE 0 
Yl 0 
YE 0 

0 
0 
e 
0 

0 
YES 0 

0 
(!:8 0 

MUL ri·FAMIL Y 2 
'SINGLE FAMILY 

MUL n-FAMILY 2 
0 
0 

YES 0 
YES 
.Y"-8 0 

0 
YES 

MULri·F AMIL Y 2 

Dl'CUnO: .. TIAI 

UNITS' 

0_ 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
2 
2 

_Q_ 
0 

0 

0_ 

0 
p 
0 

0 
0 

0 

_()_ 

0 

0 

_()_ 
0 
2 

City of Chicago 

RESIDENTIAl. 
PROPERTY ADDRESS' 

741 HA IG 
739 HI\ I§_ 
735 HA 

AA. IG 

7\B NAVERS 
716 NAVERS 
714NAVERS 

_li!;N AVIOR:> 
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Chicago I Central Par!< 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

COUNT 

!3,Zli 

2327 
!328 
2329 
~338 

~31 

PIN NUMBER 2880 EAV 

611'1020' 12,149 
)JU{ 20,345 

030( 53.944 
1301 29,172 

030( 922 
1300 375 
030 623 

16 0300: {)9 
16' 103011 272 
16' 16,739 
16' '.97' 

2QOO Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAX 
DELINQUENT 

res 

RESlDENllAL 
UNITTYPE1 

MIXEC USE 

MLXEJ: USE 
SINGLE FAMILY 

0 

16' 1' 18,83C _YES 

o_ 

2 
0 

RESIDENllAL 
PROPERTY AODRESS4 

382o W CHI :AGC 

3801 W CHIC'AGO 

City of Chicago 

161 l3019 1C 14 YES MULrt·FAMILY 6 721 NAVl 
!3o 3 161 )3020 
~ 161 130:t1 
2~ t61 83022 

1611103023 fES 
1611103024 1,7• 
1611103025 
1611103026 22, )2 

!350 1103027 18,1 

!351 1103028 4. 
!35: 1~ 1103029 11. 
!35: 16 11()3030 9, 
!35- 16 1103031 4. 
!35 16 11030J2 6, 
!3S 161' 10303 2ll 
!35 161' 1rooa 20 

161 0303 2C 
~351 161 •03036 IC ,010 
~361 10303 
~3$1 .oaros 18. 
1362 19,!69 
!363 16 040 

16 041 
!365 16 042 

16 005 
!36i 1006 

168' 1001 
1006 20. MUUI·FAIV _y 

!378 109 20. n::.s 
71 •10 20 MUL I·FAM .Y 

161' 2< MUL I·FAM _y 
161' 112 21, MUL I·FAM .Y 
161' SING ! FAMILY 
161' 20, 
161' 20.192 MULrJ·FAMILY 
161' l64 _YES 

2378 16' 26,71 
2379 16' 21 ,664 

_l3att ur 1.436 
2381 16' 148 
2382 16' 02' 1,964 

2383 161 1022 1,334 
2384 110· 023 .702 
2305 L!JQo~ ~.01 
2386 110< 025 ),933 
Z387 161110•1026 ~.2: SINGLE FAMILY 
2368 161110· 127 23.253 MULrt·FAMILY 

_l38S 110• 126 ;,655 YES 
2~ 161110. 129 6,665 fES 
~ ·6111( 104.131 
2392 16111( 61, 62 
2393 16111( 64, 
2394 161' 26.' 52 
2395 161 " 08 
239 161· 178 
239 161 54.442 

_239 16' )()< 121. 199 YES 
239. 16' )0: 1~'.666 

248 16' )6 ;,674 
240 16' )7 111,31J 

482 )9 2• 72 MULTI•FAM _y 
483 IQ_ 2• MULTf-F, _ Y 

487 0~014 19.556 YES M LY 

09/2512001 
Revised January 28, 2002 
2000 EAV Exhibit for Central ParK Redevelopment Plan.J<Is 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

tl 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

3 

0 
2 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

2 
0 
0 
0 
0 

2 
2 
3 
2 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

3 
3 

2 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
2 
2 
2 
3 
2 
2 

73< I HA LIN 
735 I HA LIN 
72911 HA _IN 

72j I HA _IN 
72511 H!l .IN 
721 11-!A .IN 

71&N HAMLIN 

3750WHURON 
3746WHURON 

743 I Ri[ ;EWA' 
739 
735 I "'L >>=.VVAT 

733 
731 
727 

'29 
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C!licagp I Cenlll!l P&ri< 
RedevelQpmenl· Plan and Pr<ileel 

2000 EStlmat$d EAV by Tax Parcel 

09/25!2()01 

COUNT 

2488 
2409 
2418 

11 
IZ 

2H3 
2H4 

_1.• 15 
241 
241 

138 

2~ 

2M 

2443 
2444 
2445 
2448 

154 
155 
158 

PIN NUMBER 

_105015 
05016 

105<l 
ltf 
11~ 

16111 120 
16'111 121 
1611· 122 

' 1611' 05l23 
16'1 105l2.4 
1611' OS 25 
16 05 26 
16 O!;i' 27 

1105 28 
1105 29 
1105 30 

' 11 
11C 

16111C'OO:: 
161110! 
161110! 

111 
111 

1111 
11101 

06011 
1069' 

1110601: 

\6' 

16' 

2000 EP..V 

24,01.4 
2< 117 
20,24: 
21.8: 
11,9: 

t0.324 
22.151 

20.278 
19,602 
19,6'4i 
13,113 
20,28' 
23.94( 
20,4] 

.,81 

10,368 
10,368 

23,73 
'.&< 

28,43 
5; 
10, 
10 
10 
10 
10 
Exempt 
~lllD( 

EXempt 
Exemol 

E>temot 
tO,lli>j 
'9,881 

1,886~357 
=xempt 

TAX RESIDENTIAJ,. 
DEJ.INQU.ENT UNITTYPE1 

YES 

MULn-FAMI_Y 
S NGI 'A~ _y 

'AM 
AM 

S FA~ 

oFAM 
1-FAMI_Y 

Ul I•FAMI.Y 
UL ·1-fiAMI.Y 
UL 1-FAMI.Y 

IUL -1-FAMI ,y 

MULri-FAMIL v· 

_y 

MUL-rf>F AM IL Y 
>INGLE'FAM .Y 
)INGLE FAM _y 

YES liNGLE FAMILY 
liNGtE FAMI .Y 

YE~ 

YES 

_YES 

fES 

MUL rt-f!I.MIL y· 

YES 

1 
1 

1 

2 
2 
3 
2 
2 
0 
2 
0 
3 

1 

1 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

6 

0 
0 
0 

19, 35 MUt rt-FI\Mil V 3 
10,: 17 SINGlE FAMILY 

04 5,1 YES 0. 

1 

1 

2 
2 
3 
2 
2 
0 
2 

2 
1 

1 

1 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0. 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
6 
0 
0 
.0. 
0 

tOS ·s.of rEs o. o 

n RIDGI 'IA1 

7' 

IRIDGI 'lAY 
I 

709N 
705 N VA' 

703 N RIDGEWAY 
701 N RIDGEWAY 
742N 
140 N lAWNDALE 
736N 

724 N 

14 
3712WHU 
37iOWHll 
37 'VII tUF 
370. VV HU. 
3700 W HU 

'1'8 N MONT GEL 

749 N MQNTICEL 
74<' N 

.2.• 106 10 08' SINGLE FAMILY 
2• 161 107 2,526 0 0 
2• 1£1' 08 1.9.582 . SINGL!:: FA~ LY 1 735 I MON' C:El 

182 161' 7009 20 !~2 Ml ri'FAM .Y 3 3 MONl]_illl,Q_ 
163 161 7010 21 074 I SINGI.E F'A~ _y 1 729 'MONT ~El 
164 1611· 1101· 20 Ml rt•FAM _y < 2 727· MONT ;EL 
I~ \.61' 01; 21 S(NGLEFA~ L·Y 1 1 H MONT :lELlO 
166 16' 101: MULT! 'AMILY 3 3· MONT 

246: UL 'A MIL Y 2 2 I MON~ 
2466 101 ~GL 'AMI. Y 1 iN MO\:>f 
2469· 701 ~Gl FAMI .Y IN MON' 
2470 .9,1 CAM _y 2 2 'N MON' 
.2.471 1,6: IGL : FA~ _ V I N MON' LLC 
2472 20.0 IGLE FA~ _y 1 IN CE~ R~ 
2473 702 20 ri-FAM .Y < 2 iN E~ .RJo 

78 16111070: YES MULn-FAMILY 2 2 72:! N rRAl 
79 161' 107029 6, YES SINGLE t-AMILY 1 720 rRA PA 
88 161110:'030' 20 I 2 2 716 rR. 
61 16' 110 '031 2o MULTI·FAM 2 2 712' CE rRA 

24ill 
2481 
246j 

2469 
2498 

l2 2• MUl TI-FAM 2 2 710 Gc rRA 
1611' l3: MUL n-FAM 2 2 706 DE. ITRA 
1611 · )34 MUU1-FAM 2 2 704 Cc fRA 
161 135 0 0 
161 l31) lmo o 

,84S YES 0 
16' 74: YES 0 
161• l003 642 _YE.S Q 

1611' 0900'4 642 

Clly of Ct>icago 

Revis.ed Jaliu~ry 28, 201)2 
2000 EAV EXhibit (or Cenlral Pant R~eVe(o~~nt Plan. xis 
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Chicago I Central Pari< 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

0912512001 

COUNT 

2• 

!497 
!498 
!4&9 
!500 
!501 
!502 
!503 
!504 

!5( 

_1114 
2!it5 
~516 

2517 
2516 
2519 

_1520 

i53' 

2533 
2534 
2535 
2536 
2537 

2539 
2540 

_2541 
2542 
2543 
!544 
!545 

146 
i41 

!55: 
' !55 

!55• 
!551 

256: 
!56: 
!56· 
!561 
!566 
~56' 

~566 

!568 
!570 
!571 

2572 
~573 

Revised January 2B, 2002 

PIN NUMBER 

11090 
190 

11090 
190 
100 
ISC 
19() 
19() 
190· 
190· 

16111090 
16111091: 
16111000 

16111090· 
16111090: 

i100C 
11000 
1109() 
11090 
1109() 

·61• 1090. 
1090 

l90. 
)9029 
10001 
IOOC 

00 

16 1110 
16 1110 
16' 1110 
1811110· 
1611110 

1101 

161' 10018 
161' IQQ19 
611110020 

11110021 
11' 

16 11· 

110 
110 
1100; 
110 

1110029 
110030 

1611110031 
15! 110032 
161• 111001 
16' 1022 
161 11102:) 
161' 111024 

111025 
6' 1026 

11029 
130 
131 

16' 111 132 
16·,11· 133 
16' .134 

11" 

11047 
12001 
1200 
12003 

16' 12004 
..1§: 12005 

2000 EAV 

Exempt 
Ex~mpt 

Exempt 
Exem111 
Exempt 
Exem 
6,6& 
9,50 
8,971 
6,74: 

Exempt 
.. 55 

17,390 
6, l!l 

105 
6,106 
6,928 

6,928 
6,35< 

El<empt 
.72! 
,72• 

~.42li 

~.426 
~.426 
~.426 

Exempt 
2.426 
2,426 
2.426 

Exempt 
i,924 

2,197 
2. 
2, 
2.1 
2, 
5, 
2, 
5,585 
5.581 
2,197 

Exempt 
97 
97 
185 
173 

,392 

4. 92 
1: 

21, 
20; 
10, 
14. 
11, 
20.049 
10,248 
9,801 
4,696 
9.630 
4,6_96 

Exemot 
20, 56 
4. 

2' 
4,l 
4. 

2000 EAV Exhibit for Central Pari< Redevelopment Ptan.ids 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAX RESIDENTIAL 
DELINQUENT UNIT TYPJ:i 

fES 

_YES 

fES 
GLEFAM .Y 

fES Ml ,TI-FAM .Y 
.E FA~ .Y 
rt-FAMI.Y 
rt·FAMI.Y 

YES rt-FAMI.Y 

_YES 
.EFM .Y 

I SINGLE FI\MIL Y 
MULTI-FAMILY 

SINGLE FAMILY 
n:s MULri-FAMILY 
YES 

MUL TI·FAMIL Y 
YES 

_YES 

_YES 
YES 

NliMBEROF 

UNITS2 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0_ 
0 
0 
0 
0 

_()_ 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

_()_ 

2 
1 

2 

0 
.() 

City Of Chicago 

RESIDENTIAL 

"~~;;;~'"'" PROPERTY ADDRESS' 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 650 N 
2 646 N 

638N 
2 636N 

2 -~~ti 
630 N 
626N 

_Mlli 
614 N 

_illl!_ 
610 N 

2 604 N 
0 

0 

0 
0 
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Chicago 1 Central Park 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel City of Chicago 

COUNT PIN NUMBER 2000 EAV 
TAX RESIDENTIAL ~UMBER OF RESIDEffflAl 

DELINQUENT UNITTYPE1 UNrfSi- K!;!i~~~~~IAL PROPERTY ADDRESS1 

1112006 22.466 
251 11120()7 14 YES 

1112008 .053 
1112009 ,064 

!51 .14· 
!57 16 ,49• YES 0 
!Iii 16 YES 
!581 YES 0 

2583 1111 2ii.1! YES 0 
2584 111 .,7( 

1111 ·.705 
11\1 ,,705 YES 

0 
0 0 

4,678 0 
1,854 MULTi-FAMilY 3 

2581 IS 120:!6 23,689 YES MULTI-FAMILY 3 3 

16 11: -4 05 YES 0 0 
17 11: 4.105 YES 0 
18 11: 19,86 MUL TI·FAMILY 2 2 

2599 161 4. YES 0 
2688 161111: 4,70! YES 0 0 
2601 61 t 11 1.02• YES 0 
2602 61111 20,88 
2683 ,8&<1 0 
2684 61111 !04: 776 0 0 
'2685 61111:!04< 76 0 0 
26116 1112045 776 0 
2687 !046 Exempt 0 
2808 16 112047 3.776 YES 0 
2809 16 1112048 3,' 76 YES 0 

811 16' 112049 Exemot 
;t· t6' 112052 24,149 o 

1611112)63 11.624 0 
16111' )56 Exempl I SINGLE FAMIL 
1611112• Exemot I SINGLE FAMILY 

4.705' YES 0 
11' 1,064 0 
111300 Exemc 0 
11',300 15 
111300. 21 595 0 
111300: 2< 703 0 

2821 0 
2822 If 4. i14 0 
2623 16' 11· H 13 

!4 16' 11' 2' 99 0 
!5 16 11 _1_!l 18 0 
!6 16 11 22 eo 0 
!7 16' YES 

16' 14 YES 
161 20 .614 YES 
16' ,614 YES 

!63 1611 .614 YES 
161 :Xemc 

!63 1611 
!63 161 1 YES 0 
!83 1611 I SINGLE FAMIL 

1611 13< 0 0 
16' 13028 

11 131 
11 131132 114 0 

23, 14 
11113035 0 
1111 YES o· 
11 YES 

1644 11 1,5 YES 
!645 161111 0 
2846 161 !4,: YES 

161 113041 296 
1113042 '!69 YES 

1043 22,60( 
161 1044 2:.798 0 
16-1 1045 ,637 YES 0 

!652 161 1046 2 .906 0 
!653 16 1046 .63' 0 0 
!654 16111 1049 82 0 
!655 16111 IOSC ,558 0 
!658 16111 1051 ,679 MUl TI·FAMILY 2 2 

09/25/2001 
ReVised January 28, 2002 
2000 EAV Exhibit for Central Park Redevelopment Plan.xls 

644 N AVERS 

622NAVERS 

6: 'N 
A25N 

S«NHAMDN 
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Chicago I Central Park 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

COUNT 

2657 
2656 
26D9 
2660 
2661 
2662 
2683 
2664 
266& 
2666 
2$67 
2668 
2668 
2678 
:2671 
2m 
2673 
2674 
2615 
2676 
2671 
2678 
2679 
2880 
2681 
2682 
2683 
2864 
2685 
'2886 
2687 
2688 
2689 
2890 
2691 
26~2 
2693 
'2684 
'2685 
2696 
2697 
2698 
2699 
2708 
2.701 
2782 
2783 
2704 
2785 
2786 
2787 
2788 
2709 
2710 
2711 
2712 
2713 
2714 
2716 
2716 
2717 
2716 
2 19 
2:720 
2721 
2722 
~723 
2724 
2725 
2726 
2727 
27211 
2729 
2ns 
2731 
2732 
2733 
2734 
.2735 
2736 
2737 
2738 
2139 

09/251200-1 
Revised Januacy 28, 2002 

PIN NUMBER 

1611113052 
1611113053 
1611114001 
1611114002 
16111 4003 
1611114004 
1611114005 
1611114006 
1611114007 
1611114006 
1611114009 
161111401() 
1611114011 
1611114012 
1611114013 
1611114 16 
1611114017 
1611114018 
1611114019 
1611114020 
1611114021 
1611114022 
1611114023 
1611114024 
16111-14025 
1611114026 
1611114027 
1611114026 
1611114029 
1611114030 
161111403.1 
1611114032 
1611114033 
161 114034 
1611114035 
1611114036 
16111140;!7 
1611114036 
1611114039 
1611114040 
161111404.1 
611114042 

1611115001 
1611115002 
1611115003 
1611115004 
1611115005 
1611115006 
1611115007 
1611115006 
1611115009 
1611115010 
161 115014 
1611115015 
1611115016 
1611115017 
1611115018 
161 115019 
t611116001 
1611116002 
161'1116003 
1611116004 
1611116005 
1611116006 
1611116007 
1611116008 
1611116009 
16 1116010 
1611116011 
1611116012 
1611116013 
1611116015 
1611116016 
1611116017 
1611116016 
1611116019 
1611116820 
1611116021 
1611116022 
1611116023 
1611116024 
1611116025 
1611116026 

2088 EAV 

19,905 
90,032 
Exempt 
9608 

22,253 
10,459 
21,526 
19,909 
4,807 
4 807 
15289 
10,336 
9,232 
9,232 
4.614 

12,556 
10035 
9,648 
16932 
·16,932 
25,332 
4 607 
4 607 
4,607 

'Exempt 
Exempt 
4,807 
21855 
10 364 
21519 
Exempt 
4,607 
19,754 
3635 

12,636 
11.482 
27 783 
20,107 
23.015 
21953 
21,959 
20859 
Exempt 
10,030 
10.406 
Exem t 
4,892 

21,312 
22.477 
22 936 
22 938 
2 ,839 
22366 
10450 
13.741 
Exempt 
12,125 
1·1 055 
a4,091 
19907 
4,100 
4,892 
4892 
-4,892 

Exempt 
19,765 
20,227 
23554 
22050 
14,135 
4 803 
5870 
4,696 
10,239 
Exempt 
17,657 
3,398 
3,389 
3398 
3,396 
4,207 

19,736 
19,640 

2000 EAVExhlblt for Central Parl<. Redevelopment Plan.xls 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tru( Parcel 

TAX REStDENllAL 
NUMBER OF 
RESIDENTIAL 

DELINQUENT UNITTYPE1 
UNITS' 

- MUL ll·FAMIL Y 2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

YES 0 
YES 0 

0 
0 

YES 0 
YES 0 
YES 0 

SINGLE FAMILY 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 

0 
0 
0 
0 

YES 0 
YES 0 

0 
0 

YES 0 
MULTI·FAMIL Y 3 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
MUL I·FAMIL Y 3 

0 
YES 0 

MULTI-FAMILY 2 
0 

MUL T~FAMILY 2 
SINGLf; FAMILY 1 
MULTI·FAMIL Y 3 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 
MULTI•FAMILY 2 
MULTI·FAMIL Y 2 
MULT-FAMILY 2 

0 
0 

SINGLE FAMILY 1 
YES SINGLE FAMILY 1 

0 
YES 0 

MULTI-FAMILY 3 
YES MULTI-FAMILY 3 

y 3 
y 2 
y 2 

MULTI-FAMILY 2 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 

0 
0 

MULTI-FAMILY 2 
0 
0 
0 

YES 0 
YES 0 
YES 0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

YES () 
() 

0 
0 
.0 

YES 0 
0 

YES 0 
YES 0 

MUL'T~FAMIL Y 2 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 

YES 0 

OCCUPIED 
RESIOENTIA1. 

UNITSl 
2 
0 
0 
0 
:Q 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
() 

1 
1 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
3 
1 
3 
0 
0 
2 
0 
2 
1 
3 
2 
2 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
3 
0 
3 
2 
2 
2 
1 
1 
() 

0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
f) 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
-0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
2 
·o 

CUy of Chicago 

RESIDENllAL 
PROPERTY ADDRESS' 

620 N HAMLIN 

611 N HAMLIN 
609 NHAMLJN 
607 NHAMLIN 

636 N RIDGEWAY 
636 N RIDGEWAY 
634 N RIDGEWAY 

626 N RIDGEWAY 

618 N RIDGEWAY 
616 N RIDGEWAY 
612 N RIDGEWAY 
610 N RIDGEWAY 
606 N RIDGEWAY 
602 N RIDGEWAY 
600 N RIDGEWAY 

637 N RIDGEWAY 
6:\5 N RIDGEWAY 

627 N RIDGEWAY 
625 N RIDGEWAY 
621 N RIDGEWAY 
619 N RIDGEWAY 
615 N RIDGEWAY 
605 N RIDGEWAY 
603 N RIDGEWAY 
601 N RIDGEWAY 

607 N RIDGEWAY 

656 N MONnCELLO 
654 N MONTICELLO 
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Chl09,go 1 canlra~ Park 
Redevelopmen\ Plao ~nd ProJi!e1 . 

20iltl Estimated f:AV by 'fn Partel 

Oll/2p/2001 

COUNT 

.27~ 
214 
27~ 

749 

PIN NUMBER 2888 EAV 

21.679 
16'111 16 19,6.40. 

21 114 

19,971 

118033 1;02• 
1160311 llltl 

Q35 1:!,314 
U36 l0,09S. 

16.' 11' 21 .40 
16' 2127 
16111i 21 21 

TAX 
DELINQUENT 

_'YES 
YES 

RESIDENTIAL 
UNIT'TYPE1 

MJ' ri-FAMILV 
Ml rt-FA~ LV 
Ml • Tl·F A~ .Y 

LE FAI 
ri·FA~ 

ULri-FAI\'In 
NGJ.E·FAMI 

• :Sil'IGLE FAMILY 
· M I-FA 

M 
M 

2 
2 
2 
1 
2 
2 
2 

16111160• 91 •PAiv 2 
16 111.60• .96 IUL cfAr-1 2 

!758 16 11160•18 1.9,78: _Mlll I·FAN 2 
!759 11• ,825 I SING! 'AI LY 1 
!760 1.594 I SINGI 'AI LV 
76 1.313 0 

176 i,O!i YES 0 

2 

.2 
1 

2. 
~ 
2 
2 

1 
1 
0 

RESIDENTIAL 
PROPERTY ADDRESS4 

650 I 
,648'~ 

6481 
644 
642 I 
·640 ON' CEL 
63tl I !\'ION: C.EL 
636N MONTICEI 

'632 N MONTICEL 

1-8 IMDN'ICEI 
16' IM:JN GEl 

114 IMJN CB 
110 IMON CEI 

E>. IMONr!CEI 
51 IMONnCEL 
!> 1-MONriCEL 
61 I MONTICEL 

176 28! Ul fl-l LY 2 64: lCEL 
:76 '005 10,12 ~GLE .Y I 64! 1CELL0 
1786 006 Hl,40 NGLE .Y 'ICEL 
769 70'07 ~.60 .ULrFI I.V 2. 2 'I(;E!L 

~774 _1§t 11: .. ~ •46 'YES ~LH-fi\MILY 2 2 62iN ON ICEL 
2775 161111701: !53 I SINGLE FAMILY 1 621 N ON~ 
2: 76 ~ '1170\• . 4, 51 fES 0 

1611 170H 140 
!778 1611 117011 22.83 fES M L'ri'FAM .V 2 2 611) I\'IC 

_j77B , 101; 1,38 Sll .E FA~ )( I 615 I.I.,Q_ 
!788 01.1 2~ M ri-FAM .Y 2 2 611 NT 

2 
!782. _B 02' . Sll .E 'A~ .Y 60 
!783 7Qlt 2.1 21 MUL "I·FAM .Y 2 2 605 N MON' 

2784 ~ 02: tB; 93 0 
!78~ 181 17023 Exe1 IPI 0 

11 11'.7030 1.21 SI~'GLEFAMILY 1 628N O:NTRA ,PARI· 

12 
)3 

28811 
2887 
.888 

810 
81' 

. 812 
.813 

'J115 
~816 

:818 
1819 
1928 
1821 
~822 

1_1· 70$1 ,BS 0 o. 
16 . 7032 _l!i,O' M ~AM LY· ~ 3 
j.6 . 703 1! 1.96 M FAM .Y 2 2. 
1'6 1,:275 '.M · LT FM LY 2 2. 
16 70~ ~386 M FM I.Y 2 2 
16' ~ZJ- M 'M I.V 2 0. 

17< 
17( 

.1\ )4 
1E. J5 
1E 
1f 11! 18 
u. m 19 
16-1. 11! 10 
161'11! 
161· II! 1'2 
161111! 23 

1802! 

:emol 0 '0 
lrnl Mtllf~FAMILY 2 2 

111.167 MUL n-F.IIMILY 2 
4,725 fES Q, 

4,)49 0 
11 088 0 

l59 0 
1,659 0 0 
1,955 0 .a 

.231 
1,6& 
'78 

l,021 
9il21 

,266 
1' '02 

_1' 85 

IU ,gg 
9, 

219 

YES 

SINGLE FAMILY 
0 JJ_ 
·0 0 

SINGLE FAMILY 
SINGLE FAMILY' 1 
SINGLE FIIMIL Y 

0 
1 

Sf!> oFA .V 1 

51~ FA .Y 
Sl~ :FA .Y , 

tAL PARK 
620NCE tAL PAR.K 

614 N CE · :AL PAR.K 
612 N CE ~LPARK 
610 N CE :ALPi 1RK-· 

604 N CEJIITRAL P~ 
60l! N CEN'fRAl PARK 

554 N HARDIN( 

'544 N I'IARCllNG 
542 N HARDING 

636 I J::lARbiN.G 
534 . lARDING 
532 . lARDING 
53o_ lARDING 
526 lARDING 
~ lARDING 

CI!Y. of Ch\cago 

R~vised January 28, iOQ2 
2000 EAV Exhibit for Cenlral Parl< Re-developtn&nt PJan.~ls 
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Chica.{lo I Central Park. 
~eyelepm.ent Plan and Project 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Par.cei 

0912512_001 

COUN.T 

2823 
2824 
2825 
2828 
2827 
2828 
2829 
2UO 
2831 

28 rl 

PIN NUMBER 

16\' 1900\ 
16' 19002 
161 19003 
161 19004 
1611' 19005 

161 100 
161 1008 

\6~ 11! 
11! 
11! 

\.1! 
)15 

190' 
1611 190 
1,61 l90 
16' 190 

1611' 190< 
19\123 

)24 
11' )25 

)26 

2888 EAV 

11,28! 
17,661 
12, 
13, 
1 
9;: 
4. 

1.9, 

4,91 
1 
4,91 
1,7• 
1,7' 

211,0: 
1' .,8! 

1,2S 
1,7 

63 
1,2S 
•,64 

2• 159 
131 

21' 19~ 

3. 

TAX 
D!:!LINQUENT 

_YE8 

RI;O~IDENTlAL 
UNITTYPE1 

-SINGLE FAMILY 
' SINGLE FAMILY 
SINGLE FAMILY 

SINGLE E'AMIL:f 
MUUI-FAMIL V 
SINGlE f.AMILY 

SINGLE FAMILY 

. SINGLE FAMILY 
SINGLE FAMILY 
SJI'!ill,EFAMILY 

!CILE FAMIL 'f 
'GLE FAMILY 
IGLE FAMILY 
IGLE FAMILY 

MUI!TI·FAMILY 

I SINGLE FAMILY 
MULTl-FAMILY 

0 
1 

1 

1 

2 
0 

4, u 

UNIT~ 
0 
1 

0 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 

RESIDENTIAL 
PROPERTY ADDRESS_' 

!>57 N HARDING 
553 N HARDING 
:>!11 N ll:IARDIN~ 

543 N HARDING 
54' N HARDING 
539 N HARDING 

533 

52_<' N HARDING . 
528 N HARDING 
523-N HARDJNG 

517 N HA DING 
515 N HA Dl~ 

S13N.HA DIN'G 
51: NHII Cllr 
-509 NHA DING 

550N 
646N 

2· MULri-FAMILY 2 640 ~~ 
~~~~1~8~~~~1·~~·~;---------~~M~LUt'ri~·FAI~IMlLY~----~2---4----~2~--~5~>:3~6i~N~ 

16 ~ MULri·FAMILY 2 2 534 N 
26.51 16 11-1 19 l9 0 0 
2851 16 11 23 16 Mt)LTI-FAMILY 2 :2 
2857 HI. 035 2~ ~~ 8 MULTI-FAMILY ~ Z 
21158 16 9036 20 438 0 0 
28!;9 _!!l'. >37 !21 828 MU TI-F, ILY 2 2 
Z868 161 138 t8 ~77 YE$ fi·FA .Y 2 2 
ZlJM _!§! 139 19.133 \1L fi·FA LY 
2862 161 19,767 YES Ml TI·FA .Y 2 
2663 181 4,696 YES {) 
2384 161 19()4: 14, MULri·FAMILY 2 
2885 16' 1904• 25.270 0 
281 200C 24,605 0 
281 2000: ..1.1!.01 
281 03 21, MULTI-FAMILY 
268_9 ll4 111.31' YES 
28) 05 21,46 Slf •E FA 

71 1112C 2 
72 !.6: 

173 121 1,63( 
74 121 .165 Slf .E F1 LY 

175 1121 1,445 SH .EF1 .. Y 
78 : t.774 8111GlE-AAMILY 
rT 121 ,901 YES 
78 4.887 fES 

100 10.808 
13 Xl1B 21,470 SINGLE:FAMILY 
14 )19 4,.892 

~885 02 3,51 
!886 111 22,': 
288< 161 19,2 
2888 61-1 19,. 

2898 l!l! 19. 
2.891 1611120 19, 
2692 161 22, 
2893 161 120• 
21194 1201 4, 
269: 161· !0030 4, 
21!9l \61' . !0031 4 

12 
2903 

_2ll84 
2981) 

161· J32 
161 )33 
IS\ l34 
161 035 
161· _20036 
161 ~0037 

1611120IJ3ll 
161 120039 
161 120040' 

~· 
10. 15 
18,8< . 

_YES 

YES 
YES 
'YES 
YES 

_YI:8 
YES 

YES 

MULTI•FAMILY 
MULH·FAMILY 
MULTI-FAMILY 

MUk fi·FAMILY 
MU .T.I-FAMILY 

SINGlE FAMILY 

MU.L fi·FAMILY 
MUL TI·FAMILl( 

MUL ri•FAMIL Y 
SINGLE PAMJL Y 
MULfi·FAMIL 

0 

1. 
3 
3 

1 
0 

I 

0 
·.o 
2 

0 
0 
2 
2 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

3 

3 

0 
0 

1 

0 

0 

u 

N 

5 !N 

508 N'SPRINGFIEI 

556'NAVERS 
564-N AVERS 
552NAVEiRS 

646NAVERS 

640NAVEP$ 

1534 N AVERS 

522 N AVERS 

38!i0 W FERDINANE 
364BW 

3642 W FERDINANt 
3640 W FERDINANE 
3636 W FER01N~C 

Cily of Chicago 

Revised January 2:8,2002 
2000 EAV Exhibit tor Central Park Redeve!QPment F'lao.xls 
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Chicago 1 Central Par1< 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

2000 Estlmated EAV by Tilx Parcel 

09125/2001 

COUNT PINNUMSER 2000 EAV 

16'112004 12,509 
161 Q04 11,745 

Exempt 
161 100 58,591 
16" 100 22,589 

!911 161 1004 19,996 
2912. 16" 1005 !3,08: 
"21113 161 1006. 5,734 

16' IQQI 20, 10 
2111 161" 008 1,4:13 

16" 1009 i,29 
16" 
16" 1,!> 
16" 
Hi 

11>22 11121015 3.566 

TAX 
DELINQUENT 

YES 

RES! DENTIAL 
UNITTYPE1 

SINGLE FAMILY 

MULfl·FAM 
MULri·FAM 
MULri·FAM 
MULrt·FAM 

MUL rt-FAMIL Y 

I SINGLE FAMILY 

0 
2 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 

0 
2 
0 

1 
0 
0 
t 

RESIDENTIAL 
PROPERTY ADDRESS' 

Je:~+w 

:3815W 
547 I AVI 
545 IAVI 
541 I AVI 

ss;. N AVERS 

527 N AVERS. 

!923 1121016 1l692 I SINGLEFAMI.Y i1:3 \VERS 
!924 12101 2C .525 IIMULTitFAMI.Y ,, IVERS 

~~2~5+-~~~1~018-+~~~345~--------~ L~E~F'7.rn,AM~.Y~---+----~--~---4--~W~7~\V~IIER~S--4 
!! l19 733 LE FAM .Y -ro: IVERS 

020 579 • SINGLE FAM .Y 501 IVERS 
02' 362 

!9 022 1,507 MULTI-FAMILY 548 N HAMLIN 
_l I()_ l23 1,574 MUL n-I'AMIL Y .546 N HAMLIN 

!024 1,696 MUL TI·FAMILY 2 2 5<14 N HAMLIN 
3l I 025 ',206 MUL n-FAMIL Y 2. 2 542 N lfAML.I!i 
33 026 20,289 0 
34 1027 20,289 >INC LEi FAMILY 1 536 N HA LIN 

2938 112103 19,92: .\I-FAMILY 2. 2 516 N HA LIN 
~ 1s1 1~1u .52e 
2940 16f1121()3 20,36 MU .TI-FAMILY 2 2. .514 N HAML,IN 
!9~ 1112103 6,11; YES 0 
!94l! 112103 Exe pt o o 
!94 11211 9, YES 0 0 
!9o4 11~ 20, 0 0 
:945 041 3,· 0 
:9411 12200 24, I SINGLE F.AMILY 1 

4, 0 
_1 4. YES 0 

:953 

!955 
!956 

2958 
!959 
!960 
!981 

2982 
!983 

!965 
~966 

!9&7 

170 

29 
29 
297: 

_1978 
2979 
2980 
29111 
2982 
2983 
2984 
2!165 
298& 

_298i 
2986 

1611122009 
16" 1220 
16• 12201 

16' 1122C 
16' 1122C 

19 

~ 

112: ~02 
112: 

161 
161 

220 
220 

16" 

16111 )34 
161 122048 
1611122049 
1611"123001 
1611"123002 

611"123003 
123004 

61t 123005 
61"1~ 

1123007 

9, 0 ,. 

,095 
598 

10, 15 
10,11.5 
15,!27 
1.284 
4,807 

1,807 
•.830 
1,487 
,204 

1,503 
9.75 

67,2' 
16i 
166, 19 

1,70' 118 
39,! 
to. ~4 
20, 13 

i,412 
i.4" 

:1;~.257 

SINGLE FAMILY 

• SINGLE FAMILY 
I SINGLE FAMILY 

MUL TI·FAMIL Y 

MULTI-FAMILY 
SINGLE FAMILY 
SINGLE FAMILY 

_YES 
YES 

MUL ri·FAMIL Y 

MULri-FAMIL 

YES 

_YES 
YES 
~ES 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0. 
0 

0 

0 
2 
0 

0 

2 

0 

0 
0 

0 

2 

0 

0 
0 
0 

547 N HAMLIN 

539 NHAMLIN 
53i' N.HAMLIN 
535N HAMLIN 

.529. N HAM tiN 
527 NHAMLIN 
.525 .N HAM_!,!ri 

546 N 

534 N 

C1!Y of Chicago 

Revised January 26, 2002 
2000 EAV Exhlbll for Cenlral Park Redevelopment Pla~.id& 
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C~tcago /•Centtql Park 
RedeveiOpm.enl Plan and Project 

Oll/25/2001 

COUNT 

2989 
2990 
2991 
2992 
2993 
2994 
2995 
2996-
2997 
2!198 
2999 

_3088 
3801 
3802 
3083 
.3004 
3005 
3888 
3007 
3808' 
3009 
3018 

3012 
_3813 
3014 
3015 
3016 
381: 
381 
381 
382: 
302 

302: 
_302· 
382!> 
30211 

_3028 
3029 
3030 
3031 
303: 
38:t 

3$39 
3040 
3041 

_3842 
3043 
3844 

_3045 
1411 
147 
148 

;a 
i1 
;2 
;3 

3854 

_3057 
3058 
3859 

3080 

3862 
_3063 
.3864 

.. 38&5 
3066 
3067 
3888 
3069 
3078 
3871 

Reviseo January 28, 2002 

PIN HUMBER 

1611123008 
161112300ll 
1611123010 
1611123011 
16111< 
16111: 
161-11: 

230' 
123020 
123021 

1112302; 
1~302: 

123024 
1§: l1123026 
16 123026 
16; !30i 
16' .23028 

'23029 

3033 
3034 

12:035 
123036 

161 123038 
16' 230: 
16' 230< 
16' 230· 
16' 

16 
16 

ts· 
16' 

1611· 
161 
161 

16' 
161 
161 
~ 
16 
16' 
16 

61 ~402 

161' ~40~1 
161 ~4032 

161 !4033 
161' !4034 

!4035 
l6 

38 

l112~040 
11 12404' 

124042 
161112'043 
1611124044 
1611124045 
1611124046 
161112500 
1611125002 
Hi' lt-250ml 
11>11126,004 

1_1~ 
1125006 

. 1125007 

2808 EAV 

24. 170 
24,521 
5,321 

2:~.41 
I.Zl 

20,703 
75,921 

44 
79 

...1 ~7 
756 
453 

Exemc 
22,76l 
20, 

07 
00 
00 

22. 

'22, 
10. 
7, 

24,1 
Exer 
26, 
9. 
11, 
9,2 
19, 96 
4. 
4. 
4. 
4,6 
4, 

1,612 
1,612 
~.5.54 

Exemt 

',04' 

19,8$ 
,70 

4, 
19, 
76, . 
23,1 
12, 

~I 

5.001 
Exemol 
10,506 

1,9Qll 
·11,818 
5.001 

2000 EAV Exhlbll for Centra\ ParK Rt;d.evelopnienl Plan;xJs 

2000 Estlmatedl:AV by Tax Parcel 

TAX RESIDENTIAL. _N_V_M_B~~-OF 

OELIHQI,II;NT UNIT TYPE' "'""~~~~~'"''" 

YES 

YES 

0 
0 

MULTI·FAM_ILY 3 
0 

I·FAMILY 3 
Sl IGL FAMILY 1 

FAMILY 
FAMILY 
FAMILY 
=AMILY 

MULfl·FAMILY 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
D 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
MULn·FAMILY ~ 
MULTI·FAMILY 3 
MULTI·FAMILY 3 

I SINGLE FAMILY 1 

MULr~FAMILY '3 
0 

YES 0 
MULTI·PAM .Y 3 

I SINGLE FA~ LY 
SINGLE FA~ • V 

I SINGLE FAll cY 
NULfi-FAM 2 

0 
YES 

YES 0 
YES 0 
YES 

MUL n-FAMILV 2 
YES 0 

SINGLEFAMILY 1 
SINGU: FAMilY -1 

I SINGLE FAMILY 
0 

SINlll.E FAMILY 
YES 0 

MULTI·FAMIL Y Z 
MULri·FAMIL Y 2 

0 
_YES 0 
YES 

I SINGLE FA~ LY 1 
ML .TI·FAM .Y e 
ML n-FAM LY 4 

SIN• LE FA~ LY 1 
SINGLE FA! _y 

0 
0 

SINGLE FAMiLY 
SINGLE FAMILY 
SINGLE FAMILY 

(ES 

OCCUPIED 

F\C~~:;;~""· 
0 
0 
0 
0 
3 
0 
3 

3 
2 
3 
3 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

2 

IJ 
0 

3 
3 
3 

0 
3 

1 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 

u 

0 
1 
0 

2 
0 
0 
0 
1 
6 
4 

0 

533Ni 

529 N 
52' N 
523 N 
521 N KIL lt:ll' 
519 N RIC IEIJ \Y 
515 N 

516 N 

645 N .AYVNDALE 
543 N LAWNDALE 
.54·1 N LAWNDALE 
535 r-ILAYVNDALE 

529 N LAWNDAI 

513N 
511 N 

648 N MONTIGE_!. 

5~4 N MDNTICEL 
642 N MUN I K.:tL 
538 N MONTICELLO. 

S$0 N MONTICEL 

524 N MDNJICEL 
522 N MONTICEL 

510 N INTICEL 
506N INTICEL 

500 N INTICEL 
53\l 

_ 549 N MQN_TK.:ti 

City or Chicago 

54o N MONTICELLO 
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Chicago 1 Central Park 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

COUNT PIN NUMBER 

3072 1611126008 
307a 1611125009 

_1(174 1611125010 
3075 1611125011 
3076 1611125012 
3077 16H125013 
3076 1611125014 
3019 1611125015 
3060 1611125016 
3081 1611125017 
aos2 1611126.018 
3083 1611125019 
:J084 1611125020 
3Q85 1611125021 
3086 1611125022 
aos7 161112502;3 
3088 1611126009 
3008 16111260~0 
3090 1611126011 
3091 1611126012 
3092 1611126013 
30U 1611 26014 
aD94 1611126016 
ao95 1611126016 
3096 1611126017 

1611126028 
3091 16111260281001 
309& 16111260281002 
3099 1611127001 
3100 1611127002 
3101 1611127003 
3102 1611127004 
3103 1611127005 
31Q4 1611127009' 
MOS 1511127010 
3108 1611127011 
3107 1611127012 
3188 1611127013 
3109 1611127014 
a11a 1611127015 
3111 1611127016 
3112 t611127017 
3113 611127018 
3H4 16 1f27019 
3115 1611127020 
3118 161\127021 
3117 1611127022 
311& 1611127023 
311.1! 1611127024 
3120 1611127025 
3121 1611127026 
3122. 1611127027 
3123 1611127028 
312.4 1611127029 
3125 1611127030 
3126 161\127031 
3127 1611127032 
3128 1611127033 
31211 16 1127034 
3130 1611127035 
3131 1611127036 
3132 1611127037 
3133 161H27038 
3134 1611127039 
31a5 1611127040 
3138 1611127041 
3137 1611127042 
3136 1611127043 
3139 1611127044 
3140 1611127045 
~141 1611127046 
3142 1611127047 
3143 161H27046 
3144 1611127049 
3145 1611127060 
314~ 1611127052 
3147 1611127053 
31'411 1611128001 
314ll 1611128002 
3160 1611128003 
3151 161\ 12800'4 
3152 1611128005 
3153 1611126006 

09125/2001 
ReVIsed January 28, 2002 

2000 EAV 

5,001 
19,878 
5712 

69,322 
20,781 
20,318 
20311! 
20. 81 
21,557 
12 687 
22700 
5 741 

22778 
20;225 
22,266 
168646 
934.8 
8,574 

10,353 
4,892 
4,892 

Exemol 
9,739 
11,433 
10,015 

6137 
&137 
4,892 
11,656 
88-12 
10,989 
3558 
10,288 
10 288 
4,892 
11767 
12,758 
1116Ei 
11·184 
11,613 
13,479 
1!!419 
4,698 
4696 

19593 
9955 
4,696 
4696 
4696 
12140 
13248 
11,315 
12278 
11 195 
9343 
9,788 
10215 
4 892 
~e.,pt 

9,863 
3166 
4892 
4,696 

E!<emot 
Exempt 
9,392 
4,696 
4,696 
4,696 
4,696 
4,696' 
4,696 
18 553 
17 769 
2,370 
1837'1 
E!<emol 
11·,286 
4167 
4161' 
416.7 
4,901 

2000 EAV ~hibit for Central Park Rede>:elopmenlPiijn.x!s 

: 

::iooo EsUmated EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAX RESIDENTIAL NUMBER OF 
RESIDENTIAL 

DELINQUENT UNITTYP~ 
UNITS' 

YES 0 
MULn-FAMILY 2 

YES 0 
MULTI-FAMILY 3 
MULTI-fAM LY 2 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMilY 2 
M LTI·FAMIL Y 2 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 

YES MULTI-FAMILY 2 
MULTI·FAMILY 2 

YES 0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

YES 0 
o· 

E$ 0 
YES 0-

0 
0 
0 

YES 0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

YE$ 0 
YES 0 

SINGLE F11MlL Y 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 

0 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 

0 
0 
0 

YES 0 
Sii'{GLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY I 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 

YES 0 
0 

SINGlE FAMILy I 
0 
0 

YES 0 
YES 0 

SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGlE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY I 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY . 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 

0 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 

0 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 

0 
YES 0 
YES 0 

0 
0 

YES 0 
Yes· 0 
YES 0 
YES 0 
YES 0 
YES 0 
YES 0 
YES MULTI-FAMILY 2 

MULTI-FAMILY 2 
0 

MULTI-FAMILY 2 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 

YES 0 
·0 

YES O· 
'tES 0 

OCCUPIED 
RESIDENTIAL 

UNITS' 
0 
2 
0 
3 
2 
2 
2 
2 
0 
2 
2 
0 
0 
o· 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
I 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
o· 
1 
1 
1 

1 
0 
0 
t 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
1 
1 
1 
\ 
1 
1 
0 
1 
0 
1 
0 
0 
'0 
0 
.o 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
.2 
2 
0 
2 
1 
1 
o· 
0 
0 
0. 

Cityo(Chicago 

RESIDENTIAL 
PROPERTY ADDREss' 

537 l'l MONTICELLO 

556 N CENTRAL PARK 
552 N CEI'lTRAL PARK 
550 N CENTRAL PARK 
546 N CENTRAL PARK 
.644 N CENTRAL PARK 
540 N CENTRAL PARK 
538 N CENTRAL PARK 
'538 N CENTRAL PARK 

455 N HARDJNG 
453 N 11ARDING 

441 N HARDING 

4-29 N HARDING 
425 N. HARDING 
423 N HARDING 
421 N HARDING 
419 N HARDING 

411 NHAROING 

458 N SPRINGFIELD 
456 N SPRINGFIELD 
454 N SPfUNGFIELD 
462 N SPRINGf ELD 
448 N SPRINGFIELD 
446 N SPRINGFIELD 
444 N SPRINGFIELD 

438 N SPRINGFIELD 

434 N SPRINGFIELD 

I 

449 N HARDING 
447 N HARDING 

445 N HARDING 
3857 WFERDINAND 
3855 WFERDINAND 
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Chicago 1 Centro I Park 
RedeVelopment Pial\- and PrO'I{lCI 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

COO NT PIN NUMBER :2000 EAV TAX 
OEUNQUENT 

RESIDENTIAL NUMScR OF 

UNIT TYPE' ""uN~~~'"''" 
31f>4 161'1260 )41 SINGLE FAMJL Y 1 
~ 16' 121!0(}~- 173 • SINGLE FAMILY 
3156 16 128009 14,195 

r~31~~+-1~o~l2~801rr-O+-~~-+--------+~~ .E~MIL 
3' 58 ll.i 280 s:iNGI:E PI\MJL Y 
3' !ill 16 28012 1l SINGLE FAMIL 
3' &If 16 28013 
3' 61 _16 28014 SINGLE FAMILY 
3'62 16 28015 1' SINGLEFAMILY 
3103 16 28016 SINGLE FAMILY 
l1M 16' 12· 101' 
11!!_ 16 SINGLE FAMILY 
111W .12101 SINGLE FAMILY_ 

67 ~ 
iB 102 
69 K>< 
70 1280~ 

161 12802 
3173 1'61' 28031 
3174 161' 2803 

. 3175 !61 2803 
3176 161 280~ 
31 rr· 161 2803 
317& IS 
31 19 19 
3188 

3181 161 001 
3'162 16' OU< 

_ 3'183 is· 1003 
3'1814 

3185 16 
3186 116 

. 3187 
3188 

104• 004 

)01 

16 
3189 16' 
3198 
3191 
3192 

. 3193 
318< 
3 
3' 

16: 1128049 
16'11129001 
161112900: 

16' ll§IQQl 
16 1129001 

11129008 

146 
11 740 
1: 127 
~: 1(}0 
1' ~82 

.7&2 
71!2 

,762 
782 

7,916 
7.916 
10,22' 

.66 
711 

18; 

YES 

YES 

YES 

(ES 

YES 

YES 

I_SJNGLE FAMJ 
I SINGLE FAMI 
I SINGLE FAMJ 

iiNGLEFAMI 
Uln-FAMII 
~NGLE FAMILY 

SINGLE FAMILY 

SINGLE FF\MIL Y 

MU fi·FAMILY 

SINGLE FAMILY 
I SINGLE FAMilY 

SINGLE FAMILY 

0 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

RESIDENTIAL 
'"':;~~'"'" PROPERTY AOORESS' 

4li_li 
445N 

435N 
433N 

1 429 N 

1 423N 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

1 
0 
0 

0 
1 
1 
1 

~1 N SPRINGFIEL 
419N 

41!1N 
4' IN 

__!1'1 N AVERl 
440 N AVER 
43SN~ 
432NAVER 
422:N AVER 
414 NAVER 

402N liVERS 

430.NAVERS 

465N AVERS 

449NAVERS 
447 N AVERS 
~NAVERS 

C•ty o1 Chlcago 

3203 9, YES 0 
. 321S4 
3285 11 9,1194 
32011 11 11, )62 
32117 11 Exmm>t 
3288 18 4,629 
328 19 12.096 
321 .,029 
321 !29 .629 
32t 29 !2 mpl 
321 2ll !3 YES 

. 321 29 24 YES 
3215 25 
32' 1a zo 
32' 16' l027 
32' 16 1028 
32' 16 l029 
320!0 __!§_ !030 
3221 16 ,29031 10, 
3222 161 129032 4, ES 
1223 161 29~ 4. '9-1 ES 
3224 161 129034 4. '9~ ES 
3225 _1§_11\2903!1 4.794 ~s 
l221 1611 036 4.794 ES 
l22' 161112' 137 11,887 
3221 16111: )38 
3221 16111 11 ,01 
3231 11 oBI 
3231 70' 
3232 19( 211,74 
3233 !9( ,79 I'Ell 

19044 .794 YES 

09/i2512001 
ReviSed January 28, 2002 
2000 EAV Exhibil fpr Ceolrol Park. R$devel9pment Plan.xls 

I SINGLE FAMILY 

SINGLE FAMILY 1 
0 

I SINGLE FAMILY 
0 

I·FAMILY 
·FAMll 
·FAMI 
I-F AM 2 
I-F AM 2 

0 

INGLEFA ~y 

I SINGLE FA 
ri-FAf LY 2 

IGLEFA LY t 
IGLE FA LY 
~IXEC 

0 
0 

1 
0 

3 
2 
2 
2 

0 
0 

p 

A21 NAVERS 

419N AVERS 

413 N AVERS 

452 !AMLIN 
1441: HAMLif-1 
446 fiAMLIN 
·444 elAMLIN 
440 1-iAMLIN 

422 ! HAMLIN 
120 I HAMLIN 
18 HAMLIN 
14 I HAMLIN 

112 I HAMLIN 
110 I HAMUN 

3.9 
PGAV Urb.BA ConsuiUng 



Chlca9a l Genital Park 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

20~0 Estimated EA.V by Tax Parcel 

09/.2512001 

COUNT 

.3235, 
3236 
3~ 

Z231 

3247 

PIN NUMBER 

161 1290 
16 129.0 
16 13( 

16 

16' 100 
16 .ooo 

:ooo 
1300() 
13000 

111130011 
13001 

-2000 EAV 

4.794 
4 794 
20;205 
4:< 
19. 

12, 

1',778 
778 

1.491 
78 

TAX 
DEWNQUENT 

YES 
YES 

YES 
YES 
YES 

RESIDEN'n,AL 
UNITTYPE1 

MUL n-FAMJLY 

M TI·FAM 
I Sl IGLE FA~ LV 
I Sf IGLE FAll lY 

IV Tl·FAM 

Mill 

MULTI-FAMILY 
MULTI'FAMILY 

~61 16111SOC l5l !INGLE • Y 
~62 16 1130028 -~! MULn-1. .¥ 
~63 16 1130029 16< YES- MUL TI-l 
!64 16 1130030 20. l20 MUL TI·FAMILY 
!B5 18 1130031 5:,i 56 

3266 16 1130032 2C l2'0 MULTI-FAMILY 
321>7 16' 1130033 5,<86 YES 
3286 1611130034 '20.666 MULTl'FAMILY 
'3268 16 130035 '20.114 
3270 1611130036 19.389 MUL fi-FAMILY 
3271 161' 130037 20;\05 MULfi·F'AMILY 
3272 \1i11 1,105 MULrl·FAMILY 
3273 II I 13 '.64~ 

3274 1,984 
321& ·3,285 
32 
32 

3262 
126: 
3284 
32115 

329J 

330 
1301 

11l'll 
110 

11 
12 

14 
331 
331 
331 

3tOO 
lj00 

310 
161 1310 
161• 1.311 

131 

161 
161 
161 
161 
161 

1131• 
11310t 

131012 
1131013 

-~1014 

131015 
~1016. 

1310t7 
~1018 

161 131 

161 
161 
61 

1611 
161113 
161 
161113 
16111:l 

11 
161113103 
16111.3103 
161 1.31040 

1131041 
161Wl1042 

9. !5 
3, ;s 

75 

9, 

4 192 

Exempt 
4.892 
4,892· 
1.892 

-70 

77 
173 
92 

1::.214 
1,892 
1.892 
1,869 
9;422 
1.4~8 

4.1l92 
10,742 
1C.539 
1( .079 
9. 

YES 

Y&S 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

SINGLE 
SINGLE I'AMiiN 

I SINGLEFAMI[V 

SINGLE FAMILY 
SINGLE FAMIW 
MULn-FAMil..Y 

I SINGLE FAMILY 
I SINGLE FAMILY 

I SINGLE FAMILY 
I SINGLE FAMILY 

I SINGLE FAMILY 
I SINGLE'FAMm! 
I SII\JGLEFAMILY 

I SINGLE FAMILY 

MUL rJ·FAMI~Y 
:~AMi['\< 

i SINGLE FAMILY 
: SINGI:E FAMil 
I 811\JGLE FAMIL 

Revised -January 28, 2002 
2o0o EAV Exhibit lor Central Pari< Redevelopmenl Plan.J<Is 

0 
0 
2 

0 
2 
2 
0 

2 

2 
0 
2 
0 
3 

0 

·o 
1 

2. 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
1 
1 

0 

3' 

0 
2 
0 

3 

2 

2 
0 
2 
0 
3 

3 
2 
0 
I) 

0 

0 
r 

2 

0 

0 
0 

1 
1 

1 
0 

459 N HAMliN 

453NHAMI 
d51"' HAM! 

d41N HAMI 

431 N HAMLIN 

429 NHAMLIN 
425 N HAMLIN 

411 N HAMLIN 

374SW 
3743W 
3739W 
37( w 
3735W 
~N 
442NRJ[ W 
MON 
438 N I 
"434-N Ri)(:;IOWAY 
432N 
428 N RIDGEWAY 

418N 

410N 
40BN 
406N 

725W 
723W 
121W 
19W 

3716W. 

~· NRIDGEWA1 
439 N RIDGEWAY 

433 N RIIDGEWA 
431N: 
426N RIDGEWA 

423N 

432:N LAWNDALE 

426N DP.lE 

Clly or Chicago 
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Ghl,.ago I Central P~rk 
RedeveloP.menr Plan and PrPJel:l 

COUNT 

3318 
3319 
3328 
3321 
3322 
332.3 
3324 
3;1.25 
3326. 
3327· 
3328 
.332$ 
33..38 
3331 
3332 
3333 
-»34 
3335 
3336 
333 
3338 
3336 
3340 
3341 
3:142 
3M3 
3344 
33-U 
3346 
3347 
3348 
3349 
3358 
3351 
3352 
335a 
3364 
3355 
3358 
3357 
3356-
3359 
3360 
3361 
3.362 
33'63 
33'114 
3365 
3368 
3367 
3368 
3389 
3376 
3371 
337Z 
m3 
~74 

3375 
3376 
3377 
3378 
33711 
3388' 
3361 
3382 
3383 
~384 
3365 
3366 
3387 
$.386 
3389 
339.0 
3381 
3302 
3393 
33114 
.3395 
3396 
3397 
3398 
3399 
3488 

09/2512001 
Revise\1 Janv;~(Y 2Jl; :1002 

PIN rW_MBER 

1611131043 
1611t3.1044 
1611131045 
1611131046 
1611131 47 
16111·31046 
1611131049 
1611132.001 
16111<12.002. 
1611132003 
1611132004 
1611132.005 
16111-32006 
1611132007 
1611132008 
1611132.009 
1611132010 
1611.132011 
161-11'32012 
161113201-3 
1611l32014 
1611132015 
1611132024 
1611132025 
1611132026 
1611132 27 
161113202~ 
161113202_9 
1611132030 
1.61113.2()31 
1611132032 
1611132043 
1611132044 
16l1133001 
1611133002 
1611133003 
16~1133004 
16111'33005 
·1611133006 
16111a,:3007 
1611133012 
1611200001 
11>11200002 
1611200003 
1611200004 
151120.0005 
1611200006 
16H200007 
1611200008 
1611'200Q09 
161120001'0 
1611200011 
1611200012 
1EH1200013 
1611200014. 
1611200015 
1611200016 
·161112.00917 
1611200018 
161 120001a 
1611'20002.0 
161120002.1· 
161f200922 
1611200023 
1611200024 
161l200025 
1811200026 
161!200027 
1611200028 
1611200029 
161120003 
f61l200031 
1611'200032 
1611200033 
1611200034 
1611200035 
1611200036 
1611200037 
f61120100 
16!1201002 
1611201003 
1611201008 
16112()1009 

2868 EAV 

4,892 
4,6!l.2 
9,608 
10,880 
f0,2l\3 
4.892 
12,140 
Exer:npl 
19 81'1 
19,811 
Exempl 
'Exeinpl 
ExeinP1 
Exempt· 
23,.162 
i9,231 
4 &9< 
19,86!l 
22,073 
5167 
5187. 

19,865 
9,783 
24,16.7 
24 686 
20,005 
20 oos. 
9,783 
HI,33T 
9,~30 
11.991! 
Exempt 
Exempt 
·s.~12 

9·950 
f5,518 
13,054 
4,798 

• 22.1$ 
20.512 
20999 
20,160 
"20.089 
22,744" 
22,695, 
20.16~ 
4,SI4 
19,'898 

'Exemol 
20.074 
20.014 
20085 
2.2,733 
20065 
23:142 
j.3,030 
l2,696 
8;236 
t0.4 3 
'2 108 
14121 
10,913 
11(162 
11,785 
4,807 
9672 
23,458 
25103 
20,225 
·~0034 

19,943 
20.414 
11.758 
11 713 
4;ao1 
19,576 
15,836 
16;003 
24,674 
'9,368 

2000 EAV Exl\ibit for Centw! Park R!ldevalopmenl Pl~n.~ls 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAX RESlDENTlAL 
NUMBER OF 
RESIDENTIAL 

DEUNQUENT UNITTYPt;< 
UNITS' 

VES 0 
(l 

SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SING!:.E FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 

0 
SINGLE Fi!.MILY 1 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

MULTI-FAMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMILY' 2 

YES 0 
MULTI•FAMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMILY 2. 
MULJI-FAMILY 7< 

0 
MULTI•F1\MIL Y 2 

YES 0 
MI:JLT~FAMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMILY z 
MULT -FAMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMILY· 2 

0 
YES 0 

SINGLE·FAMILY I 
0 
(1 

0 
0 

YES 0 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 

0 
0 

MULTI·FAMilY 2 
0 
0 

MULTI•FAMILY 2 
MULTI·FAMILY 3 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMilY 2 
SING E FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMilY 1 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 

0 
MULTJ-FAMILY 2 

0 
MULTI·I'AMILY 2 

SINGLEFAMitY 1 
MULTI-FAMILY 3 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 

0 
0 

YES 0 
YES 0 

0 
MULTI-FAMJLY 2 
MUL TI·FAMIL Y 2 
MULTI·FAMIL Y 2" 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 

0 
YES 0 
YES 0 

MULTI·FAMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMILY s 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMILY' 2 
MULTI-FAMilY 2 
MULTI· FAMILY 2 

SINGLE FAMILY l 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 

0· 
0 
0 
0 
0 

YES 0 

OCCUPIED-
(tESIDENllAL 

UNITS• 
0 
0 
1 
1 
1 
o· 
1 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
2 
0 
2 
2 
2 
0 
2 
0 
2 
2 
2 
2 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
1 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
;a 
3 
2 
2 
1 
1 
2 

2 
0 
2 

3 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
.2 
.2 
2 
0 
0 
0 
2 
5 
2 
2 
2 
2 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Gity, of Chicago 

RESIDENTIAL 
PROPERlY ADDRESs' 

410 N LAWND&l: 
408 N LAWNDALE 
406' N LAWNDALE 

402 N LAWNDA .E 
3659 WFE-RDINAND 
3657 W FEBDINI\_ND 

441 N 'LAWNDALE 
439 N LAWNDALE 

433 N LAWNDALE 
431 N LAWNDALE 
427 N LAWNDAlE' 

423 N LAWNDA~E 

~ N MONTICELLO 
450 N'MONTJCELLO 
448 N MON:tiCELLO 
446 N·MONTICE :0 

434- N MONTICELlO 

434 N GENTR!Il PARK 
432 N CENTAAL PARI\ 

422 N CENTRAL PARK. 

753N CENTRAL PARK 
'1"49 N CENTRAL PARK 
147 N CEN'TRAL PARK 
1.43 N CENTRAL PARK 
741 N CENTRAL PARK 
737 N CENTRAL PARK 
735 N CENTRAL PARK 

729 N CENTRJ\L PARK 

717 N CENTRAL PARK 
715N·CENTRALPARK 
7 t3 N CENTRAL PARK 
709N ENTRALPARK 

. 707 N CENTRAL PARK 

744 N RAKE 
740 NDRAKE 
738N DRAKE 
736N DRAKE 

722 N DRAKE 
718 N DRAKE 
716NDRAKE 
712 N D'RAKE 
710N DRAf<E 
706NDRAKE 
70&NDRAKE 
704 N DRAKE 
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Chicago I Ceolral Par\< 
Redevelopment Plan and Pro)e<;t 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel Clly of Cl\K:ago 

COI,INT PIN NUMBER .2880 EAV TAX RESIDENTIAL 
OEUNQUENT UNIT TYPE1 

UNITS• 

RESlOENTIAL 
PROPERTY ADDRESS' 

0912512001 

B1 

>07 
>08 
>09 
110 
111 

3-4 
34 

3419 
1428 
1421 

122 
l:l3 
.24 
.25 

_3-428 
3429 

130 
14~1 
1432 
1433 

!435 
136 
137 

448 
449 

161' :01,0' 
101 

!1 
72 

[j) 

1011 9, 
,'24,: )6 

Exern~ 
•,696 

10< 
11120104 .. 566 

1201026 3,558 
111201027 23.809 
1-11201 28 23.231 

1201 29 1,633 
1611201030 
16-11201C 
1611201032 

1611,'20 1( 781 
161120 1,201 
16~ 1201 :,449 
16·11: 
161 :01 
16' :Ill },993 

~0.4~0 
11 !01041 

1042 
16' !0104'3 1,25<1 
16' !01044 19.621 
1611201045 
161120200 6. 15 
161120200: 6, 
16.1120200.: 12.•0! 
161120: 18560 
161120: l60 

9.43i 
161120: 6,115 
16· 120: 9,11i 
16 120: 

16' 120 10: 
16' 12o:2 12 11, 

161120: 
!61120 15 12.52: 
161120 16 !2.40' 
161120 13,27· 
161120 ·8 20,490 
161120: 2,246 
161120< 23,096 
16112020: 1 14,419 
16112020: .16.2Q5 
16112020; 1i'.611 

l4S ,611202024 Exempt 

YES ri-FAM ~'{ 2 
ri·FAM .y 2 
1-FAM LY 2 
·FAM LY 2 
FAII.Y 

i-FAIJ LY 
1-FAI LY 
I·FAP LY 
I·FAI LV 

liNGLE FA I.Y i 
MUI fi·FAI L Y 2 

0 
0 

MUHI·FAMILV 2 
YES a 

Ml:IL fi-FAMILV 
0 

MULTI-FAMILY 2 
ri-FAI _y 2 
LE F~ LY 1 
LEFA .Y 
LE FA .Y 
LE FA .Y 

\-IL rt-FAMII 

0 
YES .0 

D 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

: SINGLE FAMILY 
SINGLE FAMILY 

SINGLE fi\_MI LY 
SINGLE; FAMILY 
SINGLE FAMILY 

SINGLE FAMILY 

SINGLE FAMILY 
MULTI·FAMtl Y 2 

0 

ML rt·FAMIL Y 
_Q 

2 
2 
2 

2 

2 
1 
2 
0 

.0 

·o 
·o 
0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

r43 DRAKE 
7'11 _ORAKE. 
739 DRAKE 
73! )RAKE 

:>RAKE 
72! RAKE 
r2! RAKE 

''21 RAKE 
119 IDRAKE 

740 NST DUIS 

734 N s· DUIS 

730N IS 
728N IS 
724N 
7201\1 
IBN Sl 
14 N Sl 
71·1 N Dl 

78~' N s· DUIS 
r3t> N s· OUIS 

r2iNS' DUIS 
725 N S" LOUIS 
721 NS'l' OUIS 

'15 N Sl LOUIS 

07 N ST OUIS 

70'1 N s· Ol!IS 

146 1611202C 11. i20 S LE FA .Y 744 N TRUMBULL 
148 $1 1202· 19, !47 ; S LE FA I.Y _I1lll TRl!MBL 
14ft .611~\12• 1~ 190 LE LY 73SNTRl!MEiUL 
1464 1202 2Q, 114 • S LE _y 736N TRl!MBUL 
1465 1202 11. : S LE FA I .Y 734 N TRUMBULL 
1486 11202 1 o. 
3-41!7 16 20. 10, i SI~GLE.FAMJL' 728 N'rRU~IBUL 
:14 Hi 16 20 22, .TI-FAMILY 4 4 124 N TRU~IBUL 
.:14 ;9 11, .E ~AMIL' 1 722 N TRl!~IBULL 
:~-<~ro 16 20 .I=FA 1 18 rRtJ 

1>11'5 1611;!0 12,l09 MIXEr iE. .lQ.it-J rRU 
1478 161120 120 
34.1 Z19 

112 
161' 

960 
10 

!,08 
2D,68 
20,25 

YES 

.TI·FAMILY 

III'FI-I'AMIIV 

ri·FAMILY 

341:> W CHIG!;( 
747 N rRUMBL 

745NTRUMBU 
741N rRUMBL 
@lLN TRUI\liBL 

Revised Janual'y 21l, 2002 
2000 EAV Exhibit ror CMUal ParR RedeVl11oproent Plan.<ls 
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Chlca_gp I Central Park 
Redevelppment Plan ahp Project 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tn Parcel 

09125/2001 

COUNT PIN NUMBER 

3484 16 1203006 
3485 16 120 07 
3486 
3487 
3498 

3490 
_34P1 

184 
1115 

.61 
161 
o1· 
s1· 

11 

13() 
1203014 
1203()16 
1203016-
12030f 
12030.1tl 
120301.9 

)3( 

)3( 

)3( 

3586 203 

.358:8 130 
3589 11 130 
3510 161" 130 
3611 16f 
3512 !61• 
3513 
35.14 161• 
3615 Hl1' 

2188 EAV 

20,HI9 
20,196 

,786 
.a26 
1,551 
1,406 

319 
93.8 
213 
56f 
aos 

14 
zo 13 

1,316 
1.68< 
1,1: 
>,7( 

211,31 
21,8' 

>.05( 

18 1611: )26 
3517 \811: 1~1 
351~ 51. )03 

TAX 
DELINQUENT 

YES 

fES 

RESIDENTIAL 

UNIT TVPE1 

MULTI-FAMILY 
MUL rt-F A Mil 'l 

ULTI-FA~ -Y 
ULTt-EM> LY 
ULTI·FA! LY 

I SINGLE FAI~IL 
ULTI-FA~ LY 
ULTI-FAMILY 
Ulri-FAMILY 

MULri•FAMILY 

_M_UL TI-FAMIL 
MUL TI-F AMIL Y 

MUL TI-FAMI 
MUl rt-FAMIL Y 

Mt:ILrt-FAI _y 
_MUL rt-FAI ~y 

MULri-FAI _y 
MULTI-FA! _y 

MULTI'I'AMILY 
MULTI-FAMILY 

NUMBER OF 

'"'"~~~~ ..... 
2 

2 
2 
2 

0 

0 
ll. 
2 
2 
0 
2 
2 
0 
2 
2 
2 
2 
0 

0 

35'111 130 0 
_3528 15. 18 0 

352' 17·,005 0 

2 
2. 
2 
2 

0 
0 

0 
2. 
2 

2 
2 
0 

352: 9,1: 0 0 
352.: 1·1,037 Q 0 

_352• 25.3l7 0 __{)_ 

733 NTRUMI!~ 

725 N MBUL 
723 N MBUL 
721 N .MBUL 
n·N 
115 N 

705 N RU 

740 N H<ilMAN 
r:38 N HOMAN 

734 NHOMAN 
728NHOMAN 

724 IHOM1 
720 IHOMA 
11~ IHOMA 
708 IHOMA 

702NHOMAN 
700NHOMAN 

352l 25,83? 1-FA!:i _y 6 6 733 OMAN 
3526 .1_1,434 1-~AM LY 4 4 729 OMAN 

21, 159 1-FAM _y Z 2 72~ OMAN 
178 1-FAM LY 2 723 OMAN 
78 .. I·FAM N 2_ 19 OMAN 

3.530 ·1-FAM _y 2 OMAN 
3531 0 
31>32 MUL Tl·FAMIL Y 2 I 1 N HGMAN 
3533 0 0 
3534 26~ MULrt·FAMIL Y 2 2 705 N HOMAN 
3535 21. 0 0 
3536 10, lill!GLE LV 7~ Hf lA 
3537 :lZ 1.053 SINGLE _y f 1 740 N Hf lA 
3538 :04:J2• 10,833 SINGLE 1 7:lB N 
3538 15 '04 19, 15B ri-F 2 734 N' 
~5-48 16 ~04 20, !25 rt-f _TILI'io 
1541 t61 ~04 22. ;24 I-F AM 2 730 N • 
1542 1!>1 :04 22, l24 I·FAM 2 '7.26 ~ C 

3547 _1§1 :040 ~.323 Ml I•F.I _y 2 2 12 N CliB_ TIANA 
3513 161" '38 Ml I·FA -Y 2 2 708 N 
3tl 172 Ml 3 3 704 N • 
35 14$ Ml ri·FAM .Y 3 3 700 N CHK "''""~ 
35 19.3 0 0 
35 0.02 0 0 

_35 )003 

1559 
1568 
l!il!1 

05004 
0500& 

006 
007 
008 
ll09 

11 ()10 
01' 
01 

16• 
16' 01 

4, 
4.754 
:Xempt 
L0,692 

:o: 

o.~ 

YES M '.AMILY 
M FAMILY 
M 'AMILY 
M FAMILY 
M FAMILY 

_M FAMILY 

0 
0 
0 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

2 

74· N· 
@Ill/_ CHRISTIANA 
735N I 
7.'31 Net · 
7~9 N CHRISTIANA 
~CHRISTIANA 

C1ty df Chicago 

Revised JahU~ty 28, 2002 
2000 EAV EXhibit lot Central P<!tk Redevelopment Plan.Xls 
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Chl~;~~go I Central Pari< 
R,edevelopment Plan and Project 

2000 E$timilted EA.V py T-ax Parcel 

09125/2001 

COUNT 

3567 
3568 
356JI 
3578 . 
3571 
3572' 
3573 

i74 
;1s 

_3581 
3582 
3583 

PINNUMBEij 

1~ 0501i 
16 050" 
16 
16· 
16 
1.61 
11>1 

161 205 
_1§1_ 205! 

161 205 
161 205 
161 205029 
161 205030 

1205031_ 
12050 12: 

11 12050< 
[2051 
2051 
2051 

2000 EAV 

2(1 0!1< 
20,131 
22,59; 
zo,r 
22,82 

'.41> 

2 

1,65 

,)5 
,212' 

1,227 
(22i 
1.12i 
1,305 
1,763 

3568 16' 35,67• 
-35&9 16' 120 35,67• 

_3590 16:1120 35,Ej7, 
3591 I OC 31 ;,67 • 
_35112 161 3;~.921 

3593 1006 3:~,926 
,3594 161' ~::,928' 

159 16' 3;~.!!28 

't'AX 
DEt.!NQUENT 

RESIDENTIAL 
UNilTYPE1 

_y 
FA LY" 

_y 

MULri--FAMILY 
MUlfi-FAMILY 
MULTI-FAMILY 

\.IUL ·1-FAMil:Y 
fii_UL""I·FAMILY 
\.IC I·FAMIL 
\.ll 1--f"AMIL 
11UL 'l"JrFAMIL) 

1-fAMIL' 
I·FAML~' 
l·FAMIL 

rl'FAMILY 
n-FAMilY 
TI--FMII~Y 

NUMBER OF 

Ulillts~ 
2 
2' 
2· 
2 
2 

2 
2: 
2 

z 
2. 

UNITS' 
2 

2 
2 
2 
0 
2 
2 
2-
0 
3 
2 
2 
z 
2: 
2 
2 
3 
2 
2 
3 

359 12061 l!:l,509 0. 
m· 12061 EXempt o 0 

RESIDEN'I1AL 
PROPER-TY' ADDRESS' 

'1's N CHRISTIANA 
71:' N CHRISTIANA 
rnN 
71, NCI 

031i1 CHRIST.IAt'IA 
01 N CHRISTIANA 

'142 N 

73.6N. 
732 N 
130N- PAl 
126 N PA' IH 
724 

PAl 
PAl LD 

T PAl 
7 PAU lNG . 
11 IN 

N 

359• 12060 El<emoL o 
~3~59-+~~~~20600~~-r-~El<em~pt-+--------+--------+----r-o--~--~o~--+-----------~ 

368· !06005 El<emot o. 
_388 106006 \012' 0 0 
3602. WSOi ',279 0 0 
3603 __]' 1,651 '0. 
ll!ll4 ·.f;J2 Ml rt·FAMILY. 3 
3605 t.66: MUL rt-FAMILY 3 
3606· ,26< MU rt•FAMILY 
3687 1,81 
3688 , 19- YES M!JL rt·FAMILY 
3689 1,69 SINGLE FAMILY 

__ 3618 1,69€ YES 
16 
16 

192 LE FAMILY 
77 

10. _YES 3LEFAMILY 
l'9,: fi·FAMILY 

1. 

74~ N SPAULDIN~ 
r~IN 

739 N S:PAIIIDINC 

731'N 
'l29 Ill SPA Ill DING 

723 N SPAL liN 
721 N 
719N 
7rs N 

3616 
3617 
3618 
3811 :06024 

Exe.mp 
1,49! 
1,62! 
(21 
.s: 

1.3: 

YES 
[JL .Y ~ I SAW' 'ER 
NGL.'E' 744 IS1'.WYER 

~n~ ~&+----~--~--~~--+--~740~~~~ 
UL ~.+---~---r--~--_,---~~~~~~-4 

12! 
121 
124 
121 

11129 
1638 

l8 

38 
19 
10· 

311-< 

364 

-~ 

3G4 

:06021 
:060 
06031 
(}§03 

)1120603! 
206035 
1206037 
1206036 
. J60.39 

)6041 
)6041 
l5042 
J6043 

~07002 

:07003 
,07004 

1207005 
1207006 
1207007 
1207006 
1'207010 
120:011 

625 

39t 
1,26( 

11,: 
_3, 
22, 
19, 
21, 

4. 
13 
9, 

__@, 

16 
22 

,00 
1• >:37 
2.::.er 
_j,678 
1.6.~ 

1!1,749 

_YES 

YES 

YES 

ULrt·FAM X 3 734 
MULr~F-AM lY 4 732 
MuLr~FAMILY L ~Q 

ULrt·FAM LY 
INGLE.FA~ .Y 
INGLE FA~ 
INGLE FAN X 
INGLE FA~ LY 
INGLEFM .Y 

MULTI-FAMILY 
MULrJ·FAMIL Y 

SINGLEFM11LY 

MULr~FAMILY 
MtiLrt'FAMlLY 
MULri·FAMILY 

SIN LE fA~ 
SIN LEFA~ .Y 
SIN tE FA~ cY 
SIJ>I• LE FAt. ILY 
SIN LE FA~ .Y 
MU Tt-FAM cY 

_MlJL rt-FAMll1 

.Q· 

0 

2 

, 
1' 

a 
2 
0 
1 
0 

2 

2 

720 iAV 
718 iAV 

.1"li_ ;Av 
12N iAV. 

3256WHURON 
3254WHURON 

3246WHURON 

:3242WHURON 
3240WHURON 
323.6W HURON 

727 fAWYE 
72_5_ iAWYE 
723 iAWYE 

71,9 iAWYE 

724 N KEDZIE 

·CJty of t;htq;tgo 

Revised January 28, 2002 
2000 EAV E~~iblt for Central Pari< Redevelopment f.'lan,xls. 

4~ 
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Chicago I Central Pari< 
Redevelopment Plan a~d f'rojeel 

.CQUNT 

31149 
365( 

~858 

~657 

!58 

36 

PINNUN!BER 

16'1 120701 
16 1ZC70' 
JS: 120 
16: 12( 
16 12~ 

16 120 
.16 120 
161 
161 
161 rot 
161 'lll7 
Hi' 
161 
1611: 
1&1121 
161121 

1120f 
120801 
12080 

!080 
!OBO. 
'08( 
!OBC 

3674 !080 
3675 112080 

76 1611208 
1611208 

711 11208 
79 108 
811 208 

3661 08025 
3682 00026 
3863 1s11::oao: 
3684 16: !98028 
lt85 . :0802 
,688 !0803 

2QDO·EAV 

1· 

xemPI 

l,B 
19 

105 
,a7 
.848 

•.1• 

11 

25.208 
12.100 
12.1~7 
9,452 
21.130 
10,284 
21.510 

1,624 
!,684 
1,373 

l8 
15 

23. 
20. 

31i88 1208• • f4ll 
31i89 1208 :158 
31190 ll4 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAX 
DEUNQUENT 

YES 

YES 

R6SIDEN:r1Al 
UNO'TYPE1 

MULTI-FAMILY 
MUL TI·FAMIL Y 
MULTI·FAMIL 

I Slt)IGLE FAMILY 
I SII~GLE fAMILY 
I SlllGLE FAMTLY 
I SlllGLE FAMILY 

SINGLE fAMiLY 

MUL H·FAI .Y 
SINGLE _y 
MULTI-~AI ILY 
MUL TI·FAI LY 

.ULTL·FAI LY 

.UL TI-FAI L.Y 
IULTI·FA: LV 
ULTI·FA• .Y 

MUL Tl·fAMn. Y 
MULTI-FAMILY 

FAI .Y 
:hl rv 
FAI .Y 

0 

0 
2 

0 

0 

0 

.(1 

0 

2 
2 
2 
2 
.2 

MULTl·FAMiN 31i91 .i~ 2 
.3692 Bo: 13 
3693· BO; 84. 0 
3694 BO; 70 SINGLE FAMII 
3695 1'1.144 I SINGLE FAMILY 1 
31 16 . 161' 111.651 0 
31 l7 161 780 0 

0 
.0 
0 

·z 

I 

1 

2 

2 

2 
0 

2 

0 
ri 

0 

"t:'>I.LJI;I'I 

~"..,.."'"' ' AAu"u'nJ'""t'::'>"»"' 

706 N KEOZIE 

633N CENTRAL PARK 

629 N CEI ICRAL PARK 
~ 627 N CEr rRAL PARK 
62:1N ;e rRA~PARK 
61' N CEt 'RAI. PARK 
613 N eEl\ ·RAI.. PARK 

605 N C!=NTRAL PARK 

654 N DRAKE 
6! NORA <.E 
6• IN ORA <E' 

6• ~N DRAKE 

6! I N.DRAKE 

622 =tA 
618 '!A 
616·t ~ 

3544 m 
3538W~HIC 

~ 
608 N DRAKE 

31 18 t6'1 21 .185 MULfi·FAMI . ·2· 640 N DRAKE 
19 161121. 1· .106 MUlTI·FAMI 2 -657NORAi<E 

09125/2001 

!71' 
3711 

711 
172 
1721 
1722 

'2.3 
'24 

3726 
3729 
3730 
3731 

Revi$e~ January ;!8, 2002 

c090 15 MULl FAMILY 6: 

161 !05 16 
161 roll 
16 10~ 111 
16· 20E 19 
i61 205 i20 
161 20~ 

19( 

19( 
11: )9( 29 

)9( 

16 1201 

;.543 MULTI-FAMILY &2 
1,831 

22.562 
13.'036 
2· 81 

1,71 
07 

2: 25 
4 892 

.648 
2! .900 
4.892 
24,759 
19. 138 

152 
.at 
92 

78 
56 
95-

21.459 

YES 
YEs 
YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 
YES 

YES 

V.ES 

M!JL Tl·fi'iMILY 

MULTI-FAMILY 
MUL TI·FAMILY 

MUL Tl·FAMIL. 

MUL fi-FAMiiY 
MUlTI-FAMILY 

I SINGLE FAMILY 
I SINGLE FAMILY 
I SINGLE FAMiLY 

0 
0 
2 

1 

0 
-:o 

0 

--, 
0 
3 
0 

2 
4 

652 N ST .OUIS 

638N3t OUIS 

630 N s· LOUIS 

622 N s· LOUIS 

612 N S' LOUIS 
610 N s· LOUis 
60BNS' OUIS 

2000 EA.V 8\hlbil lot .Genital Pllrk Redevelopment Plan.xls 
45 
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Chicago I Central Park 
Reqe~eiQpmertl Plan 9nd l"roj~ 

0912512001 

COUNT 

3733" 

1'39 
740 

742 

754 

3758 
!769 

~769 

mo 
sn1 

178~ 

1782 
~763 
178,4 
res 

1786 
1181 
17e11 
3709 

_3790 
t9-1 

3789 
3888 
3881 
3682 
3003 

_3804 
3885 
3.886 
3081 

_3808 
3809 
3818 
3811 

_3812 
3013 
3814 

R~W!sed January 28, 2002 

PIN NUMBER 

161 090 
161' 090 

1,a~· !10C06 
161 1210C07 
~6111100_08 

21C 

2QOD EAV 

5.114 
19Jlli 
19. 

1.28 
l.6~ 

•• 119: 

19.929 

1 
12. 

B29 

20PD Estimated EAV ny Tax Parcel 

TAX 'RESIDI;.NTIAl. 
DELINQIJENT UNIT TYP.E1 

YES 
'MUL fi·FAMIL 
MULTI-FAMILY 
MULO·FAMILY 

YES 
SINGLE FAMILY 

YES 

NUMBER OF 

0 
D 
2_ 

3 
0 
0 

536 N' 51 DUIS 
634 NS1 OUIS 
o5( N Sl OUIS 

0 
1l45NS1 OUIS 

I S .E FA L Y 633 t-1 S 
YES I S . ..E F.A .Y 629 N 

..Efi\.Y f· ll:lil 
L!: f1.l .Y 1 t; · N 

•61 ~1{ cE FA .Y' 1 6 
151'12.101 24 \M .Y 1 6 
t61' !101 31 \M .Y ~ 

16112 ~j 21,655 11-FA LY 
1611: '19,938 ri·FA 2 

6~ Ll 
16~ 20,156 ri·FA 3 
161 20. [76 rJ·FJ 3 3 
161 10 20,178 fi·FA 3 ~ 646 3tJI 
16l 10 l2U. fB lf·fl\ 3 3 644 · LL 
1'61 10 19,996 LTI·FA LY 3 3 641J ABI,Jl 

636 I TRI JMBUL 

12.11 

1211 

15: 1211 135 
16 121• 1036 

Hi" '10( 
161' :10 
161121 
161\2. 
161 

16' OOB 
16' Jij 

161 11010 
161' 21101 
161. 11012 

1014 . 

51121" 
l2' 

51121 
161121' 
15112' 
16· 121' 
161121• 
161121· 

161121 >26 

611 029 
161• 1030 

liD' 1032 
161 13 
IE31 
161121 !5 
161121 l6 

21,111 M\JLTI·FI .Y 3 ;! 
4.~. 0 0 
10.61 SIN<.>LE FAMILY 1 
19,4C MULTf.FAMIL Y _1_ 
4.691 

23,00 TI·FAMI_y 
!,SZ' ' ri·FA L Y 

~0,271 r.I·FII LY 
24.1'76 LTI·FA LY 
16,272 YES n-FA .Y 
~4.660 n·FA LY 
22,620 n-FA :Y 
'.20;085 ri·FA _y 
7,044 

Exempt 
,544 

4.392 
9.563 
4,892 
4,1192 
4,892 

10.00:: 
1B,B~ 

·exemo 

9.;139 
10.157 
10.6< 
10,5: 
9.3: 
4,69 

60. 
imp! 

,l53 
2t,682 
18.095 

,783. 

1! 289 

192 
~70 

,059 
761 
~8 

2.4.235 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES-

YES 

YES 

YES 

I .SINGLE FAMILY 

SINGL!::. FAMILY 
MUL ri·FAMILY 

ri·FAMII 
GUo-FAMILY 
GLE FAMI.Y 
GLE FAMILY 

Jl.FAM\l 
GLEMMJ.'f 

SING_l!O-FAMILY 
MUlTI'·FAMIL Y 

I SINGLEFAMII.Y 
MLIL !~FAMILY 

SINGI:E. FAMILY 

Mlll II·F.A! -Y . 
Mlll TI·FAI ~:y 

SIN~ Le FA ILY 
SINHEF, lY 
M\J m:FAI LY 

3 
3 
2 
IJ 

_()_ 
0 
0 

1 
u 

0 
'0 

2 
0 

634 N £RUM»UL 
632 N rRUMBUL. 

626 N '!:; U~IBUL 
~ TIW~Itll 

6: U~IBl 
6' TR 
s· lR 

3 s· 
3 Bt TR 

60· 

0 
0 

639 N tRLIMBUL 

1 635 N 'TRUMBIJL 
2 1033 N !RUMBUL 
0 

N 
'N 

1 'N RU 
0 

611 N rRlJMBUL 

0 
0 

~NHOMAN 

2 654 N HOMAN 
0 
0 

044 NHOMAN 
2 642NHOMAN 
1 63BN HOMAN 
0 
6 634 N HOM 
3 630N HOIV 

626 NHOII 
624 NHON 

2 522 NHOfl 

2000 EAV Exhibll (or Central Park R~evelo'pmMI P.IEin.xls 

CiiY or Chicago 

A6 
PGAV Urban Gtln~u!Ong 



Chle<jgO I Cen{ral Park 
Redevelopment Plan and Ptojecl 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Perce! 

09/2&/20,01 

COUNT 

_3815 

3821 
3822 
38 
38 
38 

_38 
38 

PIN NUMBER 18BOEAV 

1611;H10~ xemot 
16112[104 :Xempl 

1104 xemo! 
112.1104 xelnPI 

1200 ' 74 
2002 

2004 1,90 

zoos 1!;46_0 
o\.90'1 

'UUf 22,198 
1124 ~008 2• .79_3 

~09 1,901 
121 :Ot< 

~01 

~01' 
!01' 

TAX 
DELINQUENT 

RESIDENTIAL 
UNITTYPE1 

0 
0 
0 

UNITS1 

0 

0 
0 

M 2 -65: MAN 
M .Y 2 65: MAN 
M. 2 64i MAN 
·M . LY 2 2 ~ MAN 

0 
MULri·FAMit. 3 3 -63SN fjOMAN 
MUL fi'FAMILY 2 637 N HOMAN 

0 
2_ 

I .Y INHCMM 

LV. _NHCMA~ 
.Y 617NH0 

161 ILY 615N HC 
~1-FANLY · 2 613NHC 

16 ~ · .THAll LY 2 61 tHK 
3837 112-1 .Tl-FAt.l LV 2 ~N HC 
3838· l121 )5 .TI.fAII L Y 3 603 N HOM, 1N 

_ 31139 . i 12 :02 07 M .TI-FAMI~Y 6D1 N HQM, 1N 
18~ 12' ~ 05 

18~ 1-FAI 44 CHRISllANA 
Ia.! l'fAI 2 '1£ UMt<I<>WINA 

18-4 -FAI 2 36 
38- 11 1212()26 0 

_38> 12029 _MULTI·FAMILY 2 2 632 N 
311-1~ 121203! 216. MULri-FAMJLY· 2 2 626 N 
31 iO 121203 196 I SINGLE FAMILY 626.N 
.311: 203: 0 0 
381 '03: M I-FAMILY 2 2 620 riA 
3653 f212Q3. YES M I•MMIL 2 0 616 
-3654 2035 M I·FAMILY 2 2 614 
~6 ~ 2036 M I·FAMIL .I_ 2 612 

:6' '03-7 4. ro5 o ·o 

386' 

1868 
1869 

38'.6 

-~88 
3889 
3898 

19~ 

!038 27·,750 Ml:ILTI·FAMIL Y 3 3 
13,646 'MULrt·FAMIL Y 2 2 

51: !X. ~0,040. MUm-FAMILY 2 2 
007 MULri-FAMIL Y 3 2 

.901 0 0 
,90· (E8 0 

00 MUL rt-FAMILY 2 ;a 
MUL rt-FAMIL Y 

00 YES 
MUL -FA IX 

1 
12' 19,· 

SINGI Fl .Y 
MUL FA ,y 
MUL 12' tO, 

14 

161• 
161' i302 
161 c:JOi:' 

161 i302 
H>1 
16' IO< 

.1ru_l21 [}JO 
w· 
161 
161' 

161 

121303 
IM_1213031 

Exem1 
24,42 
4.75-< 

<0,48 
23. 
16, 

720 
132 
653 
243 
463 
245 
B51 
7.93 
146 
14'6 

03 
2: 685 

Y.ES 

SINGI Fl ,y 
MUL FA! .Y 

NGLE_ 'AMI.Y 
NGLE FAMII.Y 
NGLE FAMII.Y· 
ULTI-FAMI.Y 
ULTI-FAMI cV 

_MULTI'FAMILY 

_M 'AMILY 
M 'AMILY 
M FA! .Y 
M . FA! .Y 

'NI.Y 
·FA .Y 

I 
.Y 

fA .Y 
rt-FAM lY 
fl·l~ 
rt.fAM 
rJ-FAM 
n,PAM 

Ml LTI-FAMI 

0 
0 

1 

2 
3 
0 

2 
1 
;i 

3 

.1. 
2 
2 

-2 

2_ 
0 
0 

0 

0 
2 
2 
2 
~ 
2 

3 
1 
1 
3 
2 
2 
0 
2 
2 

SOO'N 
657 N 0 ;STIANA 
653 N C~ $.'IlANA 

645N CHRISj lANA 

'639. 
637 I CHRJ-
835 
631 

611 CHRI INA 
61 
61! 1RI. ·lANA 

~Rl lANA 
24.W1 Hll 

331BW OHIC 

63 
621 · i>A: IG 
621 

~ 
622 
620 

Cl\y of Clilcago 

ReVIsed ~a<JVary 28, 2002 
:woo EAVExnlbij lor Central Parj< Redevelopment Plan.>il$ 
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Chicago I Central Park. 
Redevelopment Plan an~ Prulect 

COUNT 

3898 
3899 
3900 
3901 
3902 
3903 
3904 
3905 
3906 
3907 
3906 
3909 
39\G 
3911 
3912 
3913 
3914 
391~ 

3916 
3917 
3910 
3919 
3920 
!921 
3922 
!923 
3$t4 
3925 
3926 
3927 
3926 
:19Z9 
.3930 
3931 
3932 
3933 
3934 
.3935 
3936 
3937 
3936 
.3939 
-3940 
3941 
3942 
3943 
39.« 
3945 
3946 
3947 
3948 
3949 
3650 
3951 
3952 
3953 
3954 
3955 
395S 
:1~57 
3950 
3969 
3960 
3961 
39$2 
3963· 
3964 
3965 
3966 
3967 
3~0 
3989 
3970 
3971 
3972 
3973 
3974 
3975 
3670 
3977 
39741 
3979 
3980 

09/l!6/2001 
Revl$ed oll!nuary 26, 2002 

PIN NUMBER 

1611213040 
1611213041 
1611213042 
1611213043 
16112140~1 

16112\4002 
1611214003 
1611214004 
1611214005 
1611214006 
1611214007 
1611214008 
1611214009 
16112140\0 
1611214011 
1611214012 
1611214013 
1611214014 
1611214015 
1611214016 
16112f4017 
\611214018 
1611214019 
1611.214020 
1611215001 
1611215002: 
1611215003 
1611215004 
1611215005 
1611215006 
1611215007 
\611215006 
1611215009 
1611215010 
1611:(15011 
1611215012 
1611215013 
1611215014 
1611215015 
1611215016 
i611215017 
1611215018 
16112.15021 
1611215022 
f611215023 
1611235024 
1611215025 
16<11215026 
1611215027 
1611215028 
16112\5(29 
1611216030 
1611215031 
1611215032 
1611215033 
1611215094 
16f1215035 
1611215036 
1611215037 
1611215038 
1611.21503$ 
1811216001 
1611216002 
1611216003 
16112.16004 
1611 16005 
1611216006 
1611216007 
1611216008 
1611216009 
1611216010 
16112160\.1 
161.1216()1.2 
1611216013 
1611216014 
1611216015 
1611216016 
1611215017 
1611216018 
1611216019 
1611216020 
1611216021 
\6\1216022 

2008EAV 

21,886 
Exemot 
29,183 
23,111 
20,418 
23.29$ 
24,8~9 
11418 
10,646 
202Y4 
23,071. 
19,780 
20,236 
20.163 
Exemol 
Exempt 
4 774 
4,892 
20.0\6 
22,a15 
20,036 
n862 
19 473 
30,518 
9674 
4 892 
4,892 
4 &ll2 
19596 
20,109 
20,556 
20,109 
21,704 
21,704 
22,151 
19754 
19,754 
Hl,122 
20,545 
El\emol 
Exempt 
21,835 
5886 
3.\,0~ 
4,696 
4 696 
4 696 
4696 
4696 
56 4 
20,132 
21,768 
.5 674 
21 266 
4892 
4892 
5.016 
18·242 
51188 
5888 
22,173 
9450 
21555 
14 444 
20,281 
19589 
1$787 
22,455 
3 435 
3,297 

Exemt>l 
10BB6 
11,011 
11,069 
\1,531 
11011 
11,011 
12,343 
1.3354 
12,343 
i3,937 
10933 
11,037 

2000 EAV Exhlb1l for central PaiR Redevelopment Plan. XIs 

2000 E!&tim11ted EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAX RESIDENTIAL 
NUMBER OF 

DELINQUENT UNITTYPE1 RESIQENTIAL 
UNITs' 

MUL TI·FAMIL Y 2 
0 

MUL TI·FAMILY 3 
MULTI-FAMILY 3 
MULTI· FAMILY 3 

.() 

MULn.·FAMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 
MULTI·FAMILY 2 

0 
0 
:0 
0 

MU TI·FAMIL Y 2 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 
MULTI·FAMILY 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 

0 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 

YES 0 
YES 0 
YES 0 
YES· 0 

MULTI-FAMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMILY 2: 
M l. -FAMILY 2 

0 
MUL'Tl-FAMlLY 2 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 
MI9LTI·FAMILY 2 
MIJL TI-FAMIL 'Y 2 
MULTI-FAMIL'I' 2 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 
MULT~FAMILY 2 

0 
0 

MULTI-FAMILY 2 
0 
(l 

0 
0 
0 
0. 
0 
Q 

YES 0. 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 

YES 0 
MULTI·FAMILY· 2 

0 
YES 0 

0 
SINGLE·FAMILY 1 

YES 0 
YES .0 

MULTI-FAMILY 2 
YES 0 

SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMikY 1 

0 
MULTI·FAMIL¥ 2 
MULTI·FAMlLY 2 
MULTr-FAMILY 2 

0 
0 
0 

SINGLE! FAMILY 1 
SINl1lLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE. FAMILY I 

0 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGt.E FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMlL Y 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 

0 

OCCUPiED 
-RESIDENTIAL 

ONtts• 
2 
0 
3 
3 
3 
0 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 

. 2. 

2 
3 
2 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
Q 
2. 
2 
2: 
0 
2 
2. 
0 
2 
2 
2 
.2 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
2 
0 
1 
1 
0 
.2 
2 
2 
0 
0 
~ 
1 
1 
1 
0 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
0 

City ot Chicago 

RESiDENTIAL 
PROPERlY ADDRESS' 

611! N SPAULDING 

608 N SPAULDING 
600 N SPAULDING 
655 N SPAULDING 

649 N Spt\1. LOING 
647 N.SPAULDING 
645 N.SPAULDING 
643 N SPAULDING 
64 I N SPAULDING 
63 N SPAULDING 
~N.SPAULDING 
631 .N.SPAULDING 

650N SAWYER 
648 .N SAWYER 
646NSAWYER 
S42NSAWYER 

634:N SAWYER 

645NI/AWYER 
6.43· N SAvvn;R 
639NSAWYER 

633 N SAWYER 
631 N SAWYER· 
627_1! SAWYER 
~NSAWYER 
623NSAWYER 
621NSAWYER 
61·7 N SAWYER 

611 N SAWYr=R 

620_1! KEOZIE 

616N KEDZIE 

604 N KEiDZIE 

600 N KE!DZJE 

545 N CENTRAL PARK 
541 N CENTRA PARK 

533 N CENTRAL PARK 
531 N CENTRAL PARK 
529 .. N CENTRAL PARK 

54B.NDRAKE 
544NDRAKE 
542N DRAKE 

536 N DRAKE 
532.N DRAKE 
530 NDRAKE 
526 N DRAKE. 
524 N DRAKE. 
520 Ill DRAKE 
.516 N DRAKE 
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Chicago I C~ntral Park 
Redev1llopmenl Plan and Projecl 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

0912512001 

COUNT 

3981 
_3982 
3983 

_3984 
3985 
3966 

_3967 
3988 
3989 

991 
.991 

1895 
3996 
3997 

_3998 

4' 
_4' 

401 
401 

4821 
40 !2 

_4023 
4624 

4026 
4027 
4028" 
4029 

_4636 
831 
832 
63: 

031 
031 

·4838 
4039 
4040 

_4841 
4042 

_4043 

PIN NUMBER 

511 :16023 

161' 
!6~ 

)2 

1121 
1121 )0~ 

1121YOC 

lj2'1700E 
11217099 

17010 
11217011 

1121 

21 ro· 

1217019 
1217020 
121702' 
121702 

_j_ 121702 

121 

roa 

16' o-4 
I_[ JOS 
16' 18006 
16 1600 

16008 
1601)9 
160'10 
160 

161 160 
161 
161 
161' 

16 160 
Ill' 180 

16020 
18021 

16026 
1602i 
18028 

2008 EAV 

1.250 
5,9< 
•.4E 

__z. ,062 
2li,366 

:,261 
1,652 

6-

1.4J 

4.6~ 
4.~ 
4.~ 

'5 

14 

• 92 

EJ:empt 
2:!.046 
2( ,152 

1,323 
,169 

~.9' 

1.6 
1,(112 

:mpt 
l98 
i96 
)96 
46i 

E:xempt 
Exemo 
Exemo 
249,4; 

TAX 
DELINQUENT 

(ES 

YES 
YES 

YES 

I'ES 
YES 
I'ES 
(ES 
\'ES 
YES 

YES 

RESIDENTIAL 
UNITTYPE1 

MUlri·FAMILY 

MUL rl·fAMIL Y 

IN< FA~ 

FA~ 

FAA 
HAM 

UL 'AM 

SINGLE FAMILY 
MU D•FAMILY 

MUL rr-FAMILY 
::iiNGLE FAMIL 

MULrl·t-AMIL 
MULTI·FAMILY 
MUL ri·FAMIL Y 

fi·FAA _y 
ri·FAf.! 
LEW LY 
LE FAf LY 

'A~ LY 
I 'A~ .Y 

MULTI·FM _y 
· _ _MlJ n-FA~ 

MU n-=A~ _y 

M I =A~ 
M I 'AI 
M 'AI 
M F~ 

I 'SII LE h' _y 
511 LE fl' .Y 

MULr~FAMIL 

!JIU TI·FAMIL Y 

2 

1 
1 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

0 

3 
2 
2 
2 
1 

0 

2 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

UNITs' 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
11 
0 
0 
0 

3 

0 
2 
1 
0 

2 
2 
2 

2 

0 
0_ 
3 
2 
2 

RESIDENTIAL 
PROPERTY ADDREsS' 

3546 W FF'lANK~IN 

~NDRAKE 

535 ~ 
533 
531 ~ 

_527 10~ 

521 N DRAKE 
519N DRAKE 

546NS- OUIS 
542 N"ST OUIS 

~ST DUIS 
~N ST DUIS 
532N ST OUIS 

520 ST DUIS 
518 NST OUIS 

3524 V\' FRANKLIN 
3522 V\' FRANKLIN 
3520 '1\' JiRANKLIN 
35181'\' FRANKLIN 
3514 W FRANKLIN 
35__R_W FRANKLIN 
3510 WFRANKLIN 

539 I ST JIS 
535 S" JI:J 
531 I ST JIS 
529 ST JIS 
527 I ST JJS 
52~ IS' LO JIS 

jj4§'!>1_ fRUMBUl 

~rRUMBUt.. 

l001 54! MULrl·FAMIL y 2• _!;49 N fRUMBUL 
1002 0 331 

;41 
949 
i14 

YES M I·FAMI~Y ~ 54:1 N fRUMBUL 
M I-FAMILY 2 541 NTRUMBULL 

161 M l·FAMil y 2 5391 II 
:~; ~ ::~~~tv -f ~ ~ 

~~~~6-+~~~~+-~~-f--------t~Mnfl·~FAMmiL~~----~2---r--~~--+-~~~1~ ~ 
1057 M ri·FAMIL Y 2 527 . 
1856 0 
1869 10,104 SINGLE FAMILY _gm rRUMBUL 

4060 9(J 1,858 0 
~081 190 19.076 MUL ri·FAMIL Y 2 517 N TRUMBUL 
4082 190 Eixempl 0 
4063 21.154 MUL rt-FAMIL Y 2 542NROMAN 

City or Chlc:a_ge 

Rev1sed <4!nuary 28-, 2002 
20QO EAV ExNlut for Central Pilfk Redevelopment Plan.xls 
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Chicago I Central Part< 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

0912512001 

COUNT 

_4064 
4065 

_4088 
4087 

_4068 
4089 
4070 
4071 

_4072 
4073 
4074 

1083 
1084 

4085 
4080 
408j 
4088 
4069 
4(190 
1091 
1092 

03 

95 
96 
97 

4098 
4090 
4100 

_4181 

iO~ 

104 
05 
106 

411 
_41 
4f• 
41' 

41: 
412 
41: 

12 
4133 

. 4134 
4135 
4138 

138 

_4144 
4145 

_4140 

Revised January 26, 2002 

PJN NUMBER 

1111121'1016 
161121'101< 
161121901_6 
161121:1019 
161121 1020 
161121902' 
161 1_!l02: 

00 
00 

!00 
112: 004 

0005 
16'112: 0006 
16'112:~0007 

1611220006 
16l1220009 
1611220010 
161122001 
1611220012 
16' 1220014 
16 ~0 15 
16' 1221001 
16' ~22001 
16' ~22002 

16' ~22003 

16' !22004 
!200 
~22008 

1:1009 
i61' :22( 

:22( 
22( 

121 

1122201 
1:lll016 

161122201 
16' !2202 
16' 2202 
16' !20 
16' 220 
16' 22C 

~23 

:23 
'23 

:23 
~30 

!30 

16 01: 
16 01: 
16' 122 01· 
16' 122 .01! 
1611LL 16 
161122301 
16112:~18 

1611223019 
1611223020 
1611223021 
1611223022 
16'122: 
16' 12l 
16"1122 
1~' 

161122 
161 22: 
161 22 
161 22l03· 
161 22 03 
161 lO: 

2000 EAV 

4,563 
23.360 
24.298 

.336 
1,300 

3,864 

21' 
1 ,972 

1< 1,5'34 

1.499 
1,966 

9.968 
9,988 
1.988 
~504 
,469 

2. ~.ssp 
211,639 

1,639 
1,629 
063 

31 16t 
740 

4,692 
3,98< 

21,970 
4.89: 

6; 

8, 

Exemot 
628,625 
19,934 
2,615 

iffiD( 

15 

.705 
,705 
,705 
1,176 

,705 
3,315 
3.315 

18,386 
20,352 
2,613 
2,813 
2, 13 

,813 
13 
05 

.705 
l,422 
,705 
,219 

1,279 
,705 

4.705 

2060 EAV Exhibn lor Central ParK Redevelopment Plan.xls. 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAX RESIDENTIAL NUMBER OF 

DEUNQUENT UNIT TYPE' K~~~~"''-
0 

M fi·FAI _y 3 
MJLrt-FAI LV 2 
M fi-FAI .Y 2 
Sll GLE FA LY 1 

YES 

0 
MUL fi·FAMILY 2 
MUL rt·FAMILY 2 

YES 0 
MUUI-FAMIL Y 2 

MUL ri-FAM l Y 2 
MUL fi·FAM _y :t 
MUUI·FAM LY 6 

· MUUI-FAM LY 12 
YES 
YES 

YES 0 
YES 

MUL ri·FAMILY 
MULr~FAMILY 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

MUUI•FAMILY 2 
0 
0 

MUL fi·F.AMILY 3 
0 
0 
0 

MU~ TI·F AMIL Y 
MULTI-FAMILY 
MUL Tl·FAMII 
MULri·FAMILY 

0 
0 
0 

MULTI-FAMILY 2 
0 

0 
_()_ 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

__()_ 

MULrt·FAMIL 2 
MUUI-F AMIL Y 2 

0 

0 
3 
2 

2 
0 
0 

2 
2 

0 
0 

0 
0 

2 
0 
0 
3 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 

2 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

2 
0 

536 I HOMAN 
532 IHOMAN 
628 IHOMAN 
528 IHOMAN 

'3424 W FRANKLIN 
'3418 W fRANKLIN 

'3414 W FRANKLIN 

3406 W FRANKLIN 
3406 W FRANK LIN 
3400 W FRANKLIN 

b33 N HOMAN 

o:lo N_t10MAN 
521 NHOMAN 

539 N SPAIII ntNC 

527 N 

530N lAWYER 
S46N >AWYER 

522 N lAWYER 

~NSAWYI::R 

b:lB N KEDLI!; 
S26N KEOZIE 

City or Chicago 
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Chicago I Central Pall< 
Redevelopment Plan and Projecl 

COUNT 

4147 
4148 
4149 
415Q 
4151 
4152 
4153 
4154 
4155 
41.1111 
4157 
4158 
415S 
4160 
41111 
4162 
4163 
4164 
4165 

: 

4166 
4167 
4163 
4169 
4170 
4171 
4172 
4173 
4174 
4175 
4176 
.4177 
4176 
4179 
4188 
4181 
4162 
4163 
4164 
4165 
4166 
4167 
4188 
4189 
4190 
4191 
41112 
4183 
41~ 
4185 
4188 
4197 
4188 
41119 
4200 
4201 
4202 
4203 
4204 
4205 
4286 
4201 
4208 
4288 
4210 
4211 
4212 
4213 
4214 
4215 
4218 
421 
4218 
4219 
4220 
4221 
4222 
4223 
4224 
4225 
4226 
4227 
4228 
4229 

0912512001 
Revised January 26, 2002 

PIN NUMBER 

1611223033 
1611223034 
1611223050 
1611224003 
1611224004 
1611224005 
1611224006 
1611224007 
1611224010 
1611224030 
1611224031 
1611224032 
1611224038 
1611224040 
1611224041 
161 225001 
1611225002 
16112250()3 
1611225004 
1611225005 
1611225006 
1611225007 
1611225008 
1611225009 
1611225015 
1611225016 
1611225017 
1611225016 
1611225019 
1611225020 
1611225021 
1611225022 

611225024 
1611225025 
1611225026 
1611226001 
1611225002 
1611226003 
1611226004 
1611226005 
1611226006 
1611226007 
1611226008 
1611225009 
16~1226010 
1611226011 
1611226012 
1611226013 
1611226014 
1611226015 
1611226016 
1611226017 
1611226018 
1611226019 
1611226020 
1611226021 
1611226022 
1611226023 
1611226024 
1611226025 
1611226026 
1611226027 
1611226026 
1611226029 
1611226030 
1611227001 
1611227002 
1611227003 
1811227004 
1611227005 
161 227006 
1611227007 
1611227008 
1611227009 
1611227010 
1611227011 
1611227012 
1611227013 
1611227014 
1611227015 
1611227016 
1611227017 
1611227022 

2000 EAV 

19,120 
2,724 

115,402 
20,956 
22171 
5,267 

50,516 
15,524 
14893 
Exemol 
Exempl 
20,636 
Exemot 
Exempt 
Exempt 
290,603 
23016 
21930 
15,654 
5,952 
3844 
11136 
9,835 
20919 
20,636 
10,095 
10177 
12,770 
12,494 
E.xempl 
Exempt 

196 
Exemol 
10522 
Exempt 
16,667 
5,501 
6,224 
20338 
16030 
11002 
18,942 
4,ll92 

16,308 
4.6~ 

11,625 
4,692 

11224 
5959 
9143 
10366 
4,1392 
9.597 
19,70'2 
13101 
9,279 
9,652 
10,620 
4,692 

10873 
21,012 
6934 
8,934 
13,934 
9,597 
10,753 
4 603 
13,150 
20,056 
22644 
30.295 
5,376 

Exemot 
3,762 
3,962 
9 067 
9 067 
34,022 
9,190 
9190 
8296 
6 296 

Exempt 

2000 EAV Exhibit For Central Pari< Redevelopment Plan.xls 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAX RESIDENTIAL NUMBER OF 
RESIDENTIAL 

DELINQUENT UNJTTYPE1 
UNITs' 

MULTI-FAMILY 2 
0 
0 

SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 

0 
I MULTI-FAMILY 6 

MULTI-FAMILY 2 
Q 

fr 
0 

MULTI-FAMILY 2 
_MULTI·FAMILY 157 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

SINGLE FAMILY 1 
MULTI-fAMILY 2 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

MULTI-FAMILY 2 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 

0 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMIL "( 1 

0 
0 
0 

SINGLE FAMILY 1 
0 
0 

MULT~FAMILY 2 
MULTJ-FAMIL Y 2 
MUL Ti·FAMIL Y 2 
MUL TI·FAMIL Y 3 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

OCCUPIED 
RESIDENT1AL 

UNITs' 
2 
0 
0 
1 
1 
0 
6 
2 
0 
0 
0 
2 

157 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
Q 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
Q 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
!) 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
1 
0 
1 
1 
0 
1 
1 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
2 
2 
2 
3 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

City or Chicago 

RESIDENTIAL 
PROPERTY ADDRESS4 

520 N KEDZIE 

441 N CENTRAL PARK 
439 N CENTRAL PARK 

431 N CENTRAL PARK 
427 N CENTRAL PARK 

415 N CENTRAL PARK 
>130-440 N DRAKE 

4.21 N DRAKE 
419 N DRAKE 

4213 N TRUMBULL 
426 N TRUMBULL 
424 N TRUMBULL 
420 N TRUMBULL 
416 N TRUMB LL 

414 N TRUMBULL 
410 N TRUMBULL 

400 N TRUMBULL 

3417 W FRANKLIN 
3415 W FRANKLIN 
3413 _'{\'_FRAN[< UN 
3411 W FRANKLIN 
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Chicago I Central Pari< 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

09/2512001 

COUNT 

4230 
!31 

. !32 

!33 
!34 
!!5 

H 
18 
19 
48 

12 
13 

1244 
1245 
1248 

42• 

1255 
4258 
1257 
1258 
4259 
1260 
4281 . 

428: 
426: 
126-
1281 
1261 
1267 
1268 
1269 
1270 
1271 
1272 

73 
74 
75 
76 
'7 

1278 
4279 
1288 
1281 
1282 
1283 
4284 
4285 
1288 
4287 
1288 
1269 
1290 

:92 
!93 

1291 

42! 
429 
4380 
4381 
130l 

430A 
430! 
4381 
4387 
4388 
1309 
1310 
4311 
4312 

Revised January 28. 2002 

PIN NUMBER 

"" Ul 

161 100 
161 100 

1611229 

16' 1229 
16' 1229 
16'11229 
16'11229 

229024 
2301 
2301 
230( 
230 

61 

000 
1009 

001 
~3001 

!300 
t 1230 
11230 

1611230 
1611230 18 

~30 19 
~300: 

~300: 

!30022 
!3002l 

16' 1230024 
16' 1230025 

13U 

!30 
230 
30 
3031 

1303003 
1303Q04 

16' 1303005 
16' 130:1001i_ 
16'11303007 
16'1 1303008 
16' 130' 
16" 13030' 
16 1030 
16' 1030 
16' 
16' 
16' 10< 
16' !tr. 

!0: 

030 
!03027 

16 !03028 
16 !030 
16 030 
16 04 

.()4 

16113041 )6 
16113041 )7 
1611304• lB 
161\3040)9 

2000 EAV 

:Xempt 
:xem111_ 
exemPt 
~.448 

1 
11 :g 

pt 

ExemPt 
Exempt 

2.'15 
2,606 

• 74 

19. 02 
3,6' 
4. 

.Z1t> 

1.194 
.597 

xemot 
1,967 

:,Cempt 
:Xempl 
xemp 
xemo 

1! 
EXemo 
Exemp 
24,06~ 

20,143 
2.639 

~39 
,684 

1.1~ 

09 
Ex em~ 
111.21 
211,()31 

1,941 
31 
4. 18 
20 298 

21. 
10, 

.EX• ImP 
2: 567 
19 40 
23 09 

23 

2000 EAV Exhlb!llor Central Park Redevelopment Plan.xls 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAX RESIDENTIAL NUMBER_OF 

DELINQUENT UNITTYPE' "~~~~~~~·~ 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

. 0 

0 
() 

0 
0 
() 

0 
() 

0 

0 
MULri·FAMILY 2 

0 

MUL n-FAMIL Y 3 
YES MUL n-F AMILY 2 

MULII-~AMIL 3 
0 
0 

YES 0 
0 
0 
() 

SINGLE FAMILY 

MUL fi·FAMILY 

MULfi·FAMILY 
MUL r~FAMILY 
MUt:rJ·FAMILY 

SINGLI: FAMIL 

MULTI-FAMILY 

MULTI·F AMIL Y 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
() 

3 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
2 
0 
2 
2 
2 
1 
0 
0 

Ctly of Chicago 

RESIDENTIAL 
PROPERTY ADDRESS' 

379 NAVERS 

37' NAVERS 
3B32WFUL ON 
3624W FULTON 

376 NHAMLIN 

~NHAMLIN 

362 N HAML 
358 N HAML 
369NAVER 

335 N AVERS 

327NAVERS 

321 N AVERS 
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Chicago I Central Parll 
Redevelopment Plan and Pro)ecl 

COUNT 

4339 
1340 

4341 
4342 
434 
434 
434 
434 

_434 
4349 
4350 

PIN NUMBER 

16 13() 10 
16 130 
1b I;;IIJ 

16' 1304 
16 130< 
1611304 
1611304 

1611304 

·030 
·031 

11304 
1140 
1140 
1400( 
1400 104 
14001106 

t611400006 
tS1140000j 
1611400008 
1611400009 

1611401;10· 
16114000· 
1611401;10 
16114000 
1611400 
t6114000' 
16114000 
1611400018 
16' t400019 

006 
006 

~1C 

to· 

. to· 
to· 

2000 EAV 

20,152 
25,635 
3.907 

Exempt 

Exemot 
Exempt 
22~ 

5.090 
5,090 

22.833 
631 

20,84' 
4.794 

11,462 
EXemot 
ExemPt 
3. 
16. 
5,f 
5. 
!3. 
9,80 

7.t20 
19.876 
Exempt 
25,248 
19.480 
19,48C 
4,685 

EXempt 
Exemo\ 
EXemot 
8,856 

,132 
EXenwt 
Exempt 
4.938 

Exempt 
6.25• 
19,91 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAX RESIDENTIAL 
DEUNQUENT UNIT TYPE1 

MULrl-FAMIL Y 
ULY 

MUL fi-FAMIL Y 
MUL fi·FAMILY 

MULri-FAMILY 
MUL·TI·F AMIL Y 
MULTI·FAMILY 

NUMBER OF 

2 2 
3 
0 

0 

0 

2 
4 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

_Q 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 

3 
0 

0_ 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

319 NAVERS 
NAVERS 

334 N HAMLIN 
332 N HAMLIN 

3448WCARR< 
3446 W' :ARROL 
3442 W CARROL 

;tNGLEFAM.Y 34 WCA 
UNGLE FAM .Y l 1 . 34 CA 

161 ;INGLE FAM .Y 1 1 34 CA 
161 i010 ;INGLE FAM .Y ~ 

161 IIC 'Al LY 3'12 'CA 

City of Chicago 

161 1010· ~~;INGLE FAI .Y 1 1 34 CA 

~~136~6+-~~1~010~+-~~~--------~ ~F~A~~LY7r--~~--~---~2---r-~~10~*CA~~~ 
~~136~9+-~~~1~0~~~~~-------+~ ~F~A~~r---~---+----~2---r~~08~~~~~ 

091251Z001 

170 1010 'M ·06 CA 
1371 110 MUL FAM 02 W :ARROL 

'2 010 IS. MUL FAM 00 W CARROL 
'3 .011 :xem 

14020 19,7~ 

rs t4020 19, 
ra t 402oo< 1,6f 

J18 
1711 

1300 

1360 
13119 
390 
391 
392 
393 

4394 
_4395 

140; ,844 
11402)01 741 

11• •,488 
'.6~/ 

1,940 
067 

1.936 
IQ2013 Exemp 
102014 EXemo 

161 02015 
161 12016 24 
t61 02017 
161 102018 
161 02019 

Exemot 

SINGLE FAMILY 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

3358 W CARROL 

Revised January 28, 2002 
2000 EAV Exhibll for Cen!flll Parll Redevelopment Plan.xls 
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Chicago I Central Pllrt 
Redevelopment Plan and Pro]aet 

~000 J;stlmated EAV by Tal( Pari:el 

09/2512001 

COUNT PIN NUMBER 

4396 

4398 

105 
106 

A01 
40.8 
'409 

1140202: 
114020< 
114020: 

~03( 

i0203 
161140: 

1140: 

. 4410 037 
4411 '038 

_4412 039 

2000 EAV 

2' 

.741 
741 

1,911 

Ex em~ 
Eltem~ 

EXem 

4413 1611402040 12 
4414 1402041 59 
441 ~ 140204< )36 
4416 611402043 ;36 
1417 1611402044 ;36 

18 1611402045 • 49 

TAX RESIDENTIAL . NUMBER OF 
DElJNQUENT UNITTYPE1 Kt:~~~~~"~ 

MU ff-FAM 
Mt rt-FAM 
MU :TI·FAMI 
MU .TI-FAMJ 
MU r:t-.FAM 

M .TI-FAM 

I-F AM 
I· FAA 

·I-FAA 
I-FAA 

0 

0 

_0 
0 
0 
2 

lUI 161 1402046 589 0 
c42g_ 1402047 ,B&I 0 
"121 105 0 
·422 Ellen 0 
423 24,1( 0 
124 16. 0 

·425 23.41 0 
·426 29,0· 0 

i42l 1007 0 
1421 1008 
1431 !009 0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

1431 151' )10 0 0 
143l 161 H0301 o 0 

3264 W CARROL 
3262W •RHUL 
1260 W CARROL 

3256 W CARROL 
3254W ,RROL 

3230W AF 01 
522BW :AF 

3224 W :AF 
3222W· :AF 
3220W· :ARR 
3Z18W ARRI 

__'143l 611·-0301: 22,1 MULII-~AMILY 2 2 3535WCAR~OLL 

4:14 20 MULri•FAMILY 2 3531 WCARFOL 
1435 61140301~ 10 SINGLE' FAMILY- 1 35".!9 w GARFOL 
1436 611403011 B, SINGLE FAMILY 352iWCilRF 
1437 611403016- 0 

161· .0302 •. 645 E o 
12 1611• 1302 19,634 LY 2 3511 W CARROl 

H~-+-1+;116~1·i0~3002~+-~~482~+-----l-~ ."~ 2 3509 W CARROL 

161 · 10302 142 •, ~ 3507 W CARROLL 
1!11 \130 16 0 
161' 103!; 76 MULTI-FAMILY 2 350 I W CARROl 
16' W3C 158 0 
161' 103! 3B:l MlJ ri·FAMIL Y 2 3§42 W FUbTON 

;e 
ra 

r3 
174 

1475 
~71 
1477 
116 

14\13( 
61' 403( MUlTI•fAMILY 2 
161·:403( 26, MULfl-FAMILY 3 
161 '1403( 2C MU~ ri-FAMIL Y 2 

()30 25 . 
. '030 4, 

61' ,030: 
·030: 
.030: 

\14005 
i04 
04 
104 
104 

1! -04 
1E 104 
16' 1404 
1.6' 1404 

16 H04 

16'114041 
161f4041 
16114041 
16114041 

19.253 
4.645 
8,556 
14.522 

9. 
4. 
9, 
9,i 

18, ll4 
4, 45 
t 1. )4 

10, 
4. 

10. 
9, 
4,1 
9,0. 
10 75 
10, 59 
9, 
9.123 

SINGLE FAMIL 
I SINGLE FAMILY 

MUL ri·FAMIL·Y 

SINI;;LE FAMII.Y 
· S1NGU! FAMILY 

SINI;;LE fAMILY 
i SINGhE FAMIL 

.EFAM 

.t:FAM 
LEFAM 
..E FAM 
LE FAM 

0 
0 
0 

0 

1 

0 
0 

0 

·1 
1 

~'1\'f'UL ON 
3534WFUL ON 
3530WFI ON 

3443 w I ;ARROL 
344' WCARROL 
3439 W CARROL 

3433W CARROL 
3431 W CARROl 

3425 w I ;ARROLI 
•WCARROL 

34-16 
3413 W CARR( •LL 

330N H_9MJ 
328 NHOMA 

Re'Ased January 2B, 2002 
2000 EAV Exhibltfot' Cenlrnl Park RedevelOpment Plan.xls. 

City ol Cl'icago 
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Chicago rcentrai Pall< 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

COUNT PIN NUMBER 2088 EAV 

4479 
4488 
4~81 

_44a2 
4483 
4484 
. II> 
. 16 

!94 

4• 

4 99 
_4 

sa., 
~82' 

!503 
1504 

lOS 
;o8 
187 
;a a 

16114040 
16~14040 

16~ 14040. 
16114040 

1611~040; 
16114040 

1611404C 
16114040: 

16~1404( 

16·1·1404( 
16.11404( 
16' 1404( 
1611404( 
16114040 
11>1' 404 
1!>1' 104 
1611· 

003 

()51)06 
051)07 
051)08 
U51)U9 

16114 
16114 

1'61 
16~' 

9,699 
10,733 

15 

06 
19.509 
9,654 

20;94:> 
25,094 
"20. 176 
9,692 
5,8f7 

.870 
1,529 
.692 
1,247 
,572 

E npt 

>99 
)73 

1.652 
1,589 

1,027 

2000 Estimated E/W by Tax Parcel 

iiNl LE FAMiv)< !24 NHOMAI 
:INl LE FAMILY 1 322N HQMA~ 
'IN< LE FAMILY 320N.HOMA~ 
:INGLE FAMILY 316 N HOMA~ 

0 
Ml rt·FAMIL Y 2 l! ;J4~d W FL 
~ r~FAMIL V 2· 3448 W fl 
Ml. r~FAMILY 2 34-46 W Fl 

MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 3432WFUL ON 
MI:JUI-FAMILY 3 3 ~ W FULTON 
MI:JLTI·FAMILV 2 2 3424 WFUL ON 

0 
0 
0_ 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

MI:JL n-F AMJL Y 2 2 323 N tiOMAN 
MUllH AMIL Y 2 2 32' N HOMAN 
MUL fi·FAMILY 2 2 319 N HOMAN 

0 0 
MULfi-FAMILY 2 Z Xl53WCARROL 

0 0 
MUL fi-FAMIL Y 2 2 334<' W CARROL 

SINGLEFAMILY ~~WC.ARROL 
SINGLE FAMILY 3343 W CARROL 

UL FAM .Y 4 3337'WCARRI 
19 13 .Y 3335 W ;ARRl 

City or Chicago 

521 .Y 332<' W C:ARRI 
18 I ;2 -y 333' w c:ARRl 

~~.~~~~~~ ~r-~~l~6,_------~~~hn~LT,+Y----~---t----~---t~~~~2~~W~;A~.RR~I)~~.~ 
.523 LY 2 332'' W C:ARRl 
>524 67. 0 '() 
S25 161' ·05021 0 
5Z6 

U27 1J 1\4 

091251200'1 

4521f 
4529 
4538 
4531 
4532 
533 

535 
536 

41>45 
41>46 
45-47 

4553 

155 
ISS 
155 
155 
165 
IS60 
1561 

Revised Jaovary 28, 2002 

16\ 150i 
16' ISO: 
161 15() 

161 
161' .0504 

\61 
161 
16114 

19, 
22. 
21. 
9,1 

2.0. 
20 921 
;xemot 
:Xempt 

OM 

exempt 
3,357 
18.326 
IQ,se; 
Exempl 

20,576 
19.616 
20.26\ 

:20.065 
4,845 

3,524 
22.709 
23,5!14 

94 

1,980 

2000. EAV Exhlbil for Central Pari< RedeVelopment Plan.xiS 

n-F. .Y 
L!' Fl LV 
rt·F• .Y 
LEFt .Y 

.TI·FA .Y 
Ml)t n-FAMILY 

MULrt·FAMILY 
MULrl·fAMILY 

Ml)Lfi·FAM ,Y 
Ml LTI·FAM .Y 

MU cTI-FAM LV 
SINGLEFM LY 
Ml fi·FAM _y 

MUL fi·FAMIL Y 

MU'I rt-FAMILY 

M ri·FAM LY 
M ri·FAMILY 
M ri·FAM LY 
M rJ-FAM LY 
M ri·FAMILY 

u 

2 

2 

2 
2 
2 
5_ 
2 

0 

2 
0 

3301 WCARR( 
3263WCARRC 
3261 WCARRC 
12o9W ;ARR( 
3251 WCARROL 

322N KEDZIE 
320 N KEDZIE 

l54WFI 
l52WFI 
~WFL 

!46 W Fl 
W4WFL 

~II'{FUL ON 

3326WFUL ON 
3324W FUL ON 
3320 W FULTON 
;3_316 W FULTON 
3314 W FULTON 
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C)licaQo I l'lentral Pa;l< 
Redevelppmenr Plan and Project 

'CDUNT 

4562 
451!3 
,45$4 
4565 
4566 
11567 
<JSta 
·~~9 
4570 
4571 
4512 
4573 
4574 
4575 
·4576 
4'077 
<1578' 
4579 
·45611 
4561 
4582 
4583-
4584 
4585 
4586 
4567 
45811 
·4589 
45911' 
4591 
4592 
4593 
4594 
45U 
45~ 

4"T 
4598 
4599 
46011' 
4681 
4682 
4683 
4684 
46115 
4808 
~687 
~SOli 
.C689 
4618 
-,1611 
4~2 
4613 
4614 
4615 
4616 
4617 

A618 
4619 
~628 
4621 
4622 
4623 
462~ 
4625 
~828 

4627 
48211 
4621' 
4630 
4531 
46~ 
411a3 
4634 
4635 
4636 
46S7 
4836 
~6(19 

4840 
4641 
4842 
4643 
46« 

09/:11\12001 
Relllsed January 28, ~02 

PINN)JMBER 

161140!\060 
·161140506'1 
J61 lii05Q62 
1611405063 
1611405064 
161140506.5 
16.1f405Qii6 
~611400967 
.161 140506'6 
1611405069 
1&11406070 
16·1i405071 
1611406072 
1.911405073 
1611405074 
161140507l; 
16' 1'4'05076 
161140.50\'7 
161f405078 
16 1.406079 
161H05ooo 
1611405061 
16H405082 
1611405083 
1611405064 
1611~05065 
1611405086 
161l405067 
1611405086 
16'11406089 
1611406001 
1611406002 
1611406003 
1611401500~ 
16,1400005 
i611400006 
1611406007 
HlH4P6008 
16H;t0l!009 
1611406010 
~611406011 
1611406012 
1614406015 
1611406016 
611"40601.7 

1s114oao1e 
161140601.9 
1611406920 
11?1140602, 
1611406022 
1611406023 
1611A06024 
1611406025 
1611~06026 
1611406027 
1611407001 
1611407002 
~!>11407Q03 
1611407004 
1611407006 
1611407006 
1611407007 
1611407008 
1611407Q09 
1611407010 
1a11401on 
1611407012 
161 f40 013 
161140 .o14 
1SH407015 
~61140 016 
1611407017 
1611~07016 
1611407019 
1611407020 
'1611407021 
1611»07022 
1611407023 
1G11407024 

61 40· 0'25. 
1'611407026 
161140l027 
1611407028 

2{180 EAV 

21'779 
6980 
25052 
2;!;039 
1M4~ 

-19,216 
19,202 
19,202 
26,695 
'20.065 
9901 
8.616 
18,962 
16.962· 
16,962: 
16',969 
22,88() 
23220 
20.243 
8649 
6,649 

21 165 
20,763 
20,249. 
20381 
20163 
4,645 
20,474 
71,285 
Exern!1! 
Exempt 
Exempt 
32 4ll9 
21 548 
21',228 
20,498 
20,421 
26,351 
23,091 
Exempt 
2.3,356 
2091Ei 
18.444 
3,300 
'3300: 
18,98>1 
1.9,113 
~7·,ll97 

20,056 
18]42 
3026 
18173 
Exempl 
Exemt>l 
16,606 
Exemllt 
9,746 
3502 
20.127 
19,298 
17915 
'25,5tlt 
18 851 
19,3 6 
4,158 
3,326 
3063 
2,072 
8,580 
8,747 
8,560 
8 566 
8,566 
6,566 
8,62.3 
8,{;63 
8;569 
656·3 
8563 

Exempt 
;21.150 
21 292 
20243 

2000 EAV Exhibit lor etmlrel Par!< RedeV~Iopm~nl Plan .XI~ 

2000 E$tlm~tte<l EAV by Tax Parcel 

TAX RESIDENTIAL 
NUMBER OF 
RESIDeNTIAL 

DEUNQUe.NT UNIT TYPE' 
UNITs" 

0 
0 

MUlTf·fAMJLY 6. 

MUll•r 
2 

MUlTI·F. V 2 
MULTI V 2 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 
MULll·FAMILY 2 
MULTI'FAMILY 3 
MULT~FAMILY 2 
MULTl-FAMILY 2 
M L -FAMILY 2 
MULTI·FAMIL Y. 2 
MUL TI-FAM!LY 2 
MUL TI·FAMILY 2 
'MUL TI·FAMILY 2 
MULTI·FAMILY 2 
MUL TI-F"AMILY 2 

• 2 
2 
2 

L 2 
MULTI•FAMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 
MULll-FAMILY 3 
MUl 1-FAMI~Y 3 

()' 

MULT -FAMILY 2 
0 
Q 
0 
0 

MULTI-FAMILY ll 
MUL TI·FAMILY 6 

0 
MUL 1:1-FAMILY 2 
MULTI•Fo!\MILY 2. 

0 
MUL TI-FAMII.Y 2 

0 
MULTI·FAMILY· 2 
MULTI·FAMILY 2 
MULTI·FAMI Y 2 

0 
0 

MULTI-FAMILY 2 

-
2 
2 

. 1 
y 1 
y 1 

MULTI-FAMILY 2 
0 
0 
0 
0 

SINGLE FAMILY 1 
0 

Ml!LTI·FAMIL y 2 
MUL TI·FAMIL y· 2 
SINGLE FAMILY I 
MUlll·FAMILY 3 
MULTI-FAMILY· a 
MULTI-FAMILY 2 

0 
!l 
0 
0 

M LTI·FAMILY 2 
MULTI·FAMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMILY 3 

SINGLEFAMIL Y 1 
SINGLE FAMILY ; 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
MilL 1'1-FAMIL'f '2 
MULTI-FAMIL¥ 2 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 
SINGLE FAMILY 1 

0 
MULTI·I'AMILY 2 
MULTI-FAMikY 3 
MUt.: ,FAMILY 2 

OCCUPIED 
RESIDENTIAL 

UNirs' 
-o 
0 
0 
2' 
2 
2 
2 
2 
3 
2 
'2' 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
3 
3 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
6 
6 
0 
2 
2 
0 
2 
0 
2 
2 
2 
0 
'0 
2 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
.2 
2 
1 
s 
.3 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
3 
1 
1 
1 , 
z 
2. 
1 
1. 
0 
2 
3 
2 

City ;:,1 Chlc,ago 

RESIDENTIAL. 
PROPER'J'V AOORESS' 

3302 W FULTON 
3300 W FULTON 
3264 W FULTON 
3262 W fULTON 
3260W FULTON 
3256 W FULTON 
3254 W FOL TON 
3252 W FULTON 
3250 W FULTON 
3248 W FULTON 
3246' W FULTON 
3244 W FULTON 
3242 W FULTON 
3240WF L'FON' 
3236WFULTON 

~~-~32 LTO.l'l 
3230 LTON 
3226WF TON 
3224 W FULTON 
3222 W FULTON 
3220WFUL ON 
321 6.'W FULTON 
3214 W FULTON 

3210WFULTON 

3529 WFULTON 
35!!7 W F.ULTON 

3521 W FUL:rON 
3517 W FULTON 

3509 w FtiL TON 

3528W.WALNUT 
3524 W WALNUT 

·:3511l W WALNUT 

.3!\12WWI\LNUT 

·ill= 
:!502yt_WA NUT 
3500 WWALNUT 

3455 W FULTON 

3451 W FULTON 
3449 W FUlTON 

344~-3443' N 
3441 W N 
3439WF 

3427 W FULTON 
3425W.FULTON 
3423WFULTON 
3421 W FULTON 
3419WI'ULTON 
34.17 W FULTON 
3;415WFULTON 
3413 W FUlTON 
3411 W FULTON 
3409 W FULTON 
3407'W FUL T.OI<I 

3458 W WALNUT 
.3454 WWALNUT. 
~52WWALNUJ 
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Chl~o 1 central P~rll 
Rede.Velopmenl Plan and Pro)~ 

COUNT 

4845 
464& 

17 
48 
48 
50 

11151 
4652 
4653 
4654 
4655 
4656 
4657 
4658 
4~ 
4680 
4681 

_4662 
46113 
4664 
665 
688 
Oli 
888 
6U 
1878 
1871 

4672 
487. 
1674 
167.!1 
1878 
167i 
16.76 
1879 
4688 
.891 
4682 
4683 
i664 
1611~ 

1666 
168i 
1688. 
1689 

l691i 
1696 

461 
461 
461 

471 
471 
47 

11 
12 
13 
14 
5 

47 
47. 
47 

1722 
72: 
72• 
721 
7~1 
1·2 ' 

09/2.512001 
R~vl~ed Januat}' 28,2002 

PIN NUMBER 

16':140' 
161140' 
1& 140 
16' 140: 
16' •ro; 
16' '()3. 

16' 

14. 
1407042 
(14Qlil~ 
1407044 
1407045 

'141 )7041 
16' )7041 
16' )705< 

161,140 )03 
&t\40 )04 

16 1406005 
16 1406006' 

1408007 
11408008 

11 

11 
1! 
1! 
1611<08 
16 :OS 

\408016 
140801: 
1408018 

408020 
61' 106021 

108022 

408026 
408029 
1080 lO 
IOSC 
IOSC 32 
108C 

1.1 IOBC l4 

11 )603 
t! l603 
1! )8(; 

11 

1! 
OBC 
0811 
.oac 16 
oOSO• 

1611A06 )46 
:6114.iJB J49 
1611406 )SC 
1611406• 15\ 
161' 06• )52 
161' 06 )53 
161 106054 
161• 108065 
i61 10805 
161 10605 
1&1 
161 
161 
161 

2,880·EAV 

8.663 
9,1•52 
10,193 
B. 236 
8; 274 

,839 21, 
z· ,083 
23,080 
26,95'1 
20,127 

936 
20.94! 
:X .. 46: 
19,65 
19,6& 
4;251 
20,2d 
26,664 
4,507 
4,534 

27· 

16 
13 
06 

;,895 
1,378 

3! 
6.16.1 
4,65: 
24.63 

1.20 
.70! 
',19! 
1,841 

1,11:3 
!l,305 
2i',042 
1: 1,527 
19,5!! 
19.:>8 
23 1,26. 
4.84! 

1,80 
2@ 
2~ 19 
2~ 

15, 
4. 

.40 
1,0! 

3.384 
4,652 

109.436 
20.105 

',990 
1,104 
,)06 
~ 

134 
'44 

4; .as 
4, ~· 
4;585 
19,960 
t:',479 
2' 12 
4.565 
4.40.3 
4,403 

20,307 
042 

1.403 
.403· 
1,40l 
1'.403 

2000 EAV Exhl~ll for·CentJ:al Pari! RI!Oevelopmerrt l>tenolds 

2000 Elitlmated EAV by T~JrParcel 

TAX RESIDENTIAL _!!_U_M_B~R__OF 
DELINQUENT UNITTY.PE1 nc;o~~~~t><L 

iiNI,ll.E FAMIL 1 
Ml ri-FAI LY · 2 
iiN< cE F.A 1 

fi-FA LV 
LEFI _y 

,TI- LV 
lV 

M .Tt- IMII;Y 
M IMILY 
M 1MILY 2 
M 1MILY 2 

0 

Mll.V 
2 

MtJL lY 2 
MUL _y 2 

0 
0 

MUL n•FAMILY .~ 
0 

MULn·FAMILY 3 
0 

fl-Fo ILV 3 
M _l'I·FA llt:Y 3 
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Chicago I Central Park 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

09f.2512001 

COUNT 

4728 
_4729 
4730 
473 
4732 
_4733 
47a. 

_4735 
36 

3.8 
39 
40 

PIN NUMBER 

1611408063 
1611408064 
161140606~ 
1611408066 

16114.06068 

1611408074 
1611406076 

1076 
1077 
1076 
1079 

2000 EAV 

19,~ 
·.403 

Ellemo 
1,403 
1.403 
1,340 
>,507 

Exempl 
4.403 
16,690 
11•.273 
tl ,971 
2' ,023 

TAX RESIDENTIAL 
D£UNQUENT UNIT TYPE1 

MULTI·FAMILY 

MUL rl·fAMIL Y 

MUL ri·FAMIL Y 
MULTI·FAMILY 

~UMBER OF 

UNITS2 

2 2 
0 

0 
0 
2 
2 
0 

15 1' )8080 .xempt o o 
4746 16114~0.81 I,M4 0 

_47 51 14080 6.052 0 
47$2 161· 19.409 MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 
4763 l1· 80 ~ 20,950 MUL n.FAMIL Y 2 2 
1764 111.438 Ml ri·FAMILY 2 2 
755 1,676 MUL TI-FAMIL 2 2 

1758 . 211.643 0 
176~ 12 Exempt 0 0 
1758 Exemot 0 o 
1759 161 )2 19,333 MULri'FAM LY 2 2 
1760 19.409 MUL ri·FAM LV 3 
761 19,009 MULTI·FAM LY 2 
762 26.45 MUUH'AM LY 2 
763 161 109 )6 20, MUI TI·FAM • Y 2 
76<1 1611409• 2. 0 

3304 WWALNU 

32~WWALNlf 

320\JWWALNU. 
3248WWALNU 

3216WWALNU 
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765 16114090( 18,09 iiNGLEFAM .Y ~ IWALNL 
7611 1611409C 1~ liNGLE FAM LY 352 /ALNL 
7Gi 16114090< ,99· liNGLE FAM .Y 1 352 \/ALNU1 
761 16114U~· 150 liNGLE FAM LY 1 352 /ALNUT 
761 16.114090 >.!4 !INGLEFAM .Y 352 /ALNL 

775 

1779 

67 
710 
7011 
780 
7111 

4792 
793 
794 
1795 
•7911 

90 
19 

eo: 
:61) 

80: 
,801 
180< 
1800 
i609 

_4810 

16114090 65~ I SINGLE FAMILY 1 35' IALNU" 

16114090 51 MULTI·FAMIL Y 3 3509 WWI 
16114090·18 J8 MULTI-FAMILY 2 350 'WW/ 
1611409019 0 
16114090: 60 MUL ri-FAMILY 2 
16114090: 10 0 

09 )(empt o 

09 
16' iO~ 

16' 109 
16' 09 

0902 

J90: 
090: 

090 
1100 

161 H10002 
1611410003 
16' 1410004 

IOC 
10( 

611410( 
1410( 11 

16114101 
1611410( 
1611410( 
1611410• 
161141• 
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161141• 

3. r; 
3, 
26. i2( 
19,53< 
9.•>99 

Exemp 

57! 
52: 

,336 

19.903 

0 
0 

0 

0 
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0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
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_Q_ 
0 
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0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

3bG, WWALNL 
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Chlellgo I Central Park 
Redevelopment Plan and ProJect 

0912512001 

COUNT 

4811 
~1 

1813 
1814 
1815 

4818 
4819 
48: 
48:!1 
182. 
182 
182 
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4827 
4828 
482.9 
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4831 
4832 
48~ 

484 

484 

4t 53 
41 54 

4t 57 
4! 58 
4859 
4868 
4661 
4682 
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4868 
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4875 
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82 
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1685 
1888 
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4868 
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4891 
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Revtsed January 28, 2002 

PIN NUf,!BER 

16114100111 
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1 1()26 
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01· 
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161' 
161 
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161 )39 
16 14( 
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11:111411046 
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16114 1052 
16 
16 

06 
06 

16 141 06:3 

2000 EAV 
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3.60 
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1! 
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Ex em~ 
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Exempt 
Exemt 
ExemPt 
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2,143 

Exemot 

2000 EAV E?<hlbll for Central Patk'Redevelopment Plan.~ts 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 
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Ch1cago I Central Park 
Redevelopment Plan Bl)d Project 

2000 Estimated EAV by Tax Parcel 

09/2512001 

TAX RESIDENTIAL 
COUNT PIN NUMBER 2000 EAV 

DELINQUENT UNITTYPE1 

4894 1611411064 Exempt 
4895 1611411065 Exempt 
4896 1611411066 Exempt 
4897 1611411067 Exempt 
4898 1611411066 Exempt 
4899 1611411069 Exempt 
4980 1611411074 8,334 
4981 1611411075 230,159 
4902 1611411076 2,183 
4903 1611411077 7,011 
4904 1611411076 10,635 
4905 1611411080 Exempt 
4908 1611411082 82499 
4907 1611500001 Exempt 

TOTAL 94 413 414 553 

1 1ndlcatea P.I.N.'s contalnin8 residential units and rGsldontlal unit by type. 

2 Indicates the total number of residential units for each P.I.N. 

'Indicates the total number of occupied residential units tor each P.I.N. 

• Property addressee only shown for reeldential uses. 

ReVised January 28, 2002 
· 2000 EAV Exhibit tor Central Park Redevelopment Plan.xls 

NUMBER OF 
RESIDENTIAL 

UNITS2 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

4736 

OCCUPIED 
RESIDENTIAL 

UNITs" 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

4622 

C1ty of Chicago 

RESIDENTIAL 
PROPERTY ADDRESs' 
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Housing Impact Study 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Area TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

I. Introduction 

City of Chicago 

The purpose of this study is to conduct a housing impact study for the 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Project Area (Area) pursuant to the Illinois 
Tax Increment Allocation Redevelopment Act, 65 ILCS. 5/11-74.4-1 et seg., as 
amended ("the Act"). The approximately 149-block Area is located in portions of 
three communities (Humboldt Park, West Garfield Park, and East Garfield Park) of 
the City of Chicago (City) and is located four miles west of downtown Chicago. The 
Area contains approximately 678 acres and 4, 730 residential units. 

As set forth in the Act, if a redevelopment plan for the Area results in the 
displacement of residents from 10 or more inhabited residential units, or if the Area 
contains 75 or more inhabited residential units and the City is unable to certify that 
no displacement of residents will occur, the municipality shall prepare a housing 
impact study and incorporate the study in the feasibility report required by 
subsection (a) of Section 11-74.4-5 (sic) [Section 11.74-4-4.1], which for the purposes 
herein shall also be the "Chicago/Central Park Tax Increment Financing 
Redevelopment Plan and Project" ("the Plan). 

Because the Area includes more than 75 residential units and the City is unable to 
certify that no displacement of residents will occur, information regarding the 
potential impact on such residents and residential units is being provided in this 
Housing Impact Study. Appendix, Exhibit H-1- Units That May Be Removed, 
of this Housing Impact Study, indicates the parcels of real property on which there 
are buildings containing residential units that may be removed and that, to the 
extent those units are inhabited, the residents thereof may be displaced. The 
number and type of residential buildings in the Area potentially affected by the Plan 
were identified during the building condition and land use survey conducted as part 
of the Eligibility Study for the Area. A good faith estimate and determination of 
the number of residential units and rooms within each such building and whether 
such residential units were inhabited were based on a number of research and 
analytical tools including, where appropriate, physical building surveys, data 
received from building owners and managers, Cook County tax assessment records 
and census data. 

The survey of residential units was undertaken between March 1, 2001 and April1, 
2001. The Area contained 4,622 inhabited residential units. The residential units 
are a combination of single-family and multi-family units. Because the Plan is 
intended to foster economic development activities which may result in the 
acquisition, renovation, and or demolition of property, which may include residential 
units, the housing impact study is being prepared under the assumption that more 
than 10 occupied residential units may be displaced. However, it should be noted 
that at this time no proposals for the removal of such units has been presented and 
that one of the primary goals of the Plan is to provide mechanisms to aide in the 
construction and rehabilitation of new affordable residential housing. 

9/25/01 
Revised January 28, 2002 
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Hou·sing Impact Study 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Area TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project City of Chicago 

As set forth in the Act: 

9/25/01 

Part I of the housing impact study shall include: 

(i) data as to whether the residential units are single-family or multi­
family units; 

(ii) the number and type of rooms within the units, if that information is 
available; 

(iii) whether the units are inhabited or uninhabited, as determined not 
less than 45 days before the date that the ordinance or resolution 
required by subsection (a) of Section 11-74.4-5 of the Act is passed; 
and 

(iv) data as to the racial and ethnic composition of the residents in the 
inhabited residential units, which data requirement shall be deemed 
to be fully satisfied if based on data from the most recent federal 
census. 

Part II of the housing impact study identifies the inhabited residential units 
in the proposed redevelopment project area that are to be or may be removed. 
If inhabited residential units are to be removed, then the housing impact 
study shall identify: 

(i) the number and location of those units that will or may be removed; 

(ii) the municipality's plans for relocation assistance for those residents in 
the proposed redevelopment project area whose residences are to be 
removed; 

(iii) the availability of replacement housing for those residents whose 
residences are to be removed, and identify the type, location, and cost 
of the replacement housing; and 

(iv) the type and extent of relocation assistance to be provided. 

Revised January 28, 2002 
PGA V Urban Consulting 
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Housing Impact Study 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Area TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

II. Housing Impact Study - Part I 

A. Number and Type of Residential Units 

City of Chicago 

The Area contains 1,041 single-family residential units and 3,689 multi-family 
(buildings with 2 or more units) units for a total of 4, 730 residential units. Table H-
1 below indicates the number and type of residential units and a breakdown by type 
of the number of units that were inhabited. This data was derived from field 
surveys of the Area conducted between March 1, 2001 and April1, 2001 

Table H-1 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Plan and Project 

Housing Impact Study 
Number of Housing Units By Type and Occupancy 

Unit Type 
Single-Family 
Multi-Family 
Total 

Vacant 
17 
91 

108 

Occupied 
1,024 
3,598 
4,622 

Total 
1,041 
3,689 
4,730 

B. Number and Type of Rooms Within Units 

The majority of the Area is developed and limited new residential construction has 
occurred over the last decade. Data from the 1990 Census was used as the source 
for estimating the number of rooms and bedrooms contained within the residential 
units that are located· in the Area. Table H-2, provided on the following page 
provides housing data for the census tracts within the Area (census tracts are 
identified on maps provided in the Appendix of this study). 

Consistent with the field survey of residential units, the census data indicates that 
the majority of residential units in and surrounding the Area are multi-family units. 
In addition, the data suggest the following: 

• About 66% of units are renter occupied and 34% are owner occupied; 

• About 38% of units are in duplex structures and about 14% are single-family 
detached homes. Units in multi-family buildings with more than four units 
represent about 21% of all units; 

• About 29% of the housing units contain six rooms; five-room units are the 
second most frequent size, representing 23% of all units, and 19% of units 
contain four-rooms; 

9/25/01 
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Housing Impact Study 
Chicago/Central Park TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

City of Chicago 

Table H-2 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Plan and Project 

Housing Impact Study 
Selected Housing Data 

Humboldt Park 
Census Tr<U!IB 2307 2310 2311 2312 2315 2316 

Housing Units_ 1990 2,001 931 417 2,548 2,712 647 

Occupied 1,831 836 386 2,151 2,440 566 ------ .. ··- -
742 i Owner Occupied 349 172 741 767 155 .. -· ---

Renter Occupied 1,089 487 214 1,410 1,673 411 . " 

Vacant 170 95 31 397 272 81 

Units Per Structure 1990 

1, Detached 329 254 91 354 435 24 -
1, Attached 72 18 0 46 0 0 -- ·~ .. . .. 
Duplex 794 292 266 1,131 934 289 - --
3 or 4 530 267 60 699 601 . 207 

--- ... ·--~ ·-· 
5 to 9 191 50 0 250 269 83 ---- ---- .. ... 
10 to 19 57 50 0 30 152 44 .. .. 
20 to 49 0 0 0 31 170 0 

--,..... ----· ~- ---- --
50 or More 0 0 0 124 0 255 ---- - ----·- - -·-- .. 
Mobile Home, Trailer, Other 28 0 0 7 27 ; 0 

Rooms 

1Room 0 0 ol 0 0 0 
-~ ~---- .. . .. 

2 Rooms 54 19 0 29 ' 81 0 
--- --- ·-

3 Rooms 173 42 11 132 288 84 .. . 
4 Rooms 414 116 105 417 633 111 

~ ·-- .. 
5Rooms 571 270 78 96 892 107 

". .. 
GRooms 626 280 154 705 635 252 . ~--- - ~-·-

7Rooms 83 115 29 140 137 66 -- .. -- ... 
8 Rooms 27 37 0 57 70 6 

.. -·-~- -·---
9 or More Rooms 53 1 52 40 106 76! 21 

Bedrooms 

No Bedroom 0 0 0 0 9 0 -- ··--- y· .. ~-- ----· --
1 Bed.toom 279 51 43 319 532 123 

···-·· ...... ~~ .... -
2 Bedrooms 937 343 125 1,179 116 164 
··-· ·--~ ~-~--

3 Bedrooms 680 i 381 211 784 784 311 
.. ·-- ~ ... -·-

4 Bedrooms 67 llj 23 50 143 32 
-· ·-·· -· . . 

5 or More Bedrooms 38 45 15 116 78 17 

Median Year Structu.re Built I 1939 1939 t 1943 1 1944 I 1939 1 1941 -- -. -·-
1 $ 5o,9oo 1 $ 44,Jiio- --i 34,soo 1 $ 5I.ooo 

1 
$ 43,5oo 1 $ 36,3oo Median Value- Owner Occupied 

Source: 1990 Census 

9/25/01 
Revised January 28,2002 

E. 
Garfield 

Total W. Garfield Pk. Pk. 
2601 2703 2704 

602 756 455 11,069 

530 640 404 9,784 
-~~- -----

65 173 139 3,303 

465 ! 467 265 6,481 .. ... C-

72 116 51 1,285 

15 52 31 1,585 -y·· 
0 21 31 188 . .. 

89 219 180 4,194 
··-

90 142 135 2,731 -- --
88 160 38 1,129 

-~ ·-· 
41 ' 11 12 397 .. 

24: 19 28 272 
--~-

120 0 0 499 .. -· - .. -·--
0 12 0 74 

29 9 0 38 ... -
116 50 0 349 ....... ~ 
269 106 82 1,187 

·-
12 166 34 1,908 

•UO 

41 185 131 2,371 -
81 110 117 2.960 -·· 
44 50 79 743 -- .. ~~-·~ -·--

0 37 7 241 -- ....... ~- . 
10 43 6 406 

sol 30 0 119 
-·-

346 179 82 1,954 
·~ ' ~~ . 

61 292 103 3,820 
···--*·· 

106 162 204 3,623 . ,. ·-'----
9 61 61 457 -- .. 
0 32 6 346 

1946 1942 I !939 I -
$ 24,700 ~ $ 39,3oo 1 $3s.soo 1 
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Housing Impact Study 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Area TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project City of Chicago 

• About 37% of all units have three bedrooms, 34% have two bedrooms, and 
20% have one bedroom. 

Table H-3 provides household data for the census tracts that comprise portions of 
the Area. 

Table H-3 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Plan and Project 

Housing Impact Study 
Household Characteristics 

Census Tracts 

Humboldt Park 
W. Garfield 

Park 
2307 2310 2311 2312 2315 2316 2601 2703 

E. Garfield 
Park 
2704 

Households 1990 1,771 843 393 2,190 2,456 586 569 730 401 
Families 1,481 698 345 1,754 1,898 466 183 474 298 
Persons Per 

4.2 4.2 4.1 4.0 3.9 3.9 3.3 3.7 3.7 
Family 
Median Household 

$22,982 $17,337 $25,079 $19,760 $13,020 $12,892 $4,999 $11,707 $15,052 Income (1989) 

Source: 1990 Census 

In summary, the typical housing unit in the Area contains five to six rooms with two 
to thr~e bedrooms and is likely to be located in a duplex or 3 to 4 unit building. The 
occupants are likely to be renters with family sizes generally consisting of 4 persons. 
Household incomes are noticeably lower in the southern portion of the Area with the 
lowest household incomes found in census track 2601, which is located in the 
southwest portion of the Area. 

C. Number of Inhabited Units 

The Area contained 1,024 occupied single-family units and 3,598 occupied multi~ 
family units (including duplexes). There are a total of 4,622 inhabited residential 
units in the Area. The distribution of inhabited residential units is indicated in 
Table H-1 above. The survey of residential units was undertaken between March 1, 
2001 through April1, 2001 and are dates not less than 45 days prior to the date that 
the resolution required by subsection (a) of Section 11-74.4-5 of the Act was or will 
be passed (the resolution setting the public hearing and Joint Review Board meeting 
dates). 

D. Race and Ethnicity of Residents 

Census data from 1990 and 2000 were used to track the change in population in the 
Area over the last decade and to determine the race and ethnicity of Area residents. 
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Table H-4, provided below, presents population data on the neighborhoods that the 
Area is located in. 

Table H-4 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Plan and Project 

Housing Impact Study 
Population Characteristics 1990-2000 

jPopulation Humboldt Park West Gar(jeld Park East Gar[ield Park 

1990 67,573 24,095 24,030 

2000 65,836 23,019 20,881 

% Change 1990-2000 -2.6% -4.5% -13.1% 

Population By Race - 2000 

White 19.4% 0.7% 1.2% 

Black 48.5% 98.4% 97.5% 

Am. Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 

Asian or Pacific Islander 0.5% 0.0% 0.1% 

Other 28.5% 0.3% 0.3% 

Multiple race 2.4% 0.3% 0.5% 

Hispanic Origin! 48.0% 0.8% 0.9% 

1 - Persons of H1spamc Ongm may be of any race. 

Source: U. S. Department of Commerce - U. S. Census Bureau, 1990 & 2000 Census. 

The data presented in Table H-4 above reveals the following: 

• All the neighborhoods that make up the Area lost population between 1990 
and 2000. 

• The racial composition of West and East Garfield Park (the southern portion 
of the Area) is almost entirely black and non-Hispanic. Humboldt Park is a 
more racially diverse area with approximately 49% black residents, 19% 
white residents, and 29% reported as other. Approximately 48% of Humboldt 
Park residents are of Hispanic origin. 
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III. Housing Impact Study - Part 2 

A. Number and Location of Units That Could Potentially be Removed 

One of the primary goals of the Plan is to encourage maintenance, restoration and 
reuse of existing structures, to the maximum extent feasible. The establishment of 
the Area is intended to foster growth in existing communities. Although the Plan 
does not anticipate the removal of large numbers of residential units, the Area does 
contain a number of dilapidated buildings that contain residential uses. 
Dilapidation can gravely affect a buildings safety and desirability and is the most 
severe of blighting factors. Accordingly, it is reasonable to conclude that dilapidated 
buildings may be targeted for redevelopment by developers, which may result in the 
removal of inhabited residential units. 

Since no development proposals for the Area have been submitted to the City, it is 
impossible to determine whether the redevelopment or demolition of these buildings 
and the removal ofany of their inhabited residential units would stem from projects 
that receive tax increment assistance (or other public projects that are implemented 
in furtherance of this Plan). 

Hence, there is a possibility that over the 23-year life of the Area, some inhabited 
residential units may be removed as a result of implementing the Plan. In order to 
meet the statutory requirement of defining the number and location of inhabited 
residential units that may be removed, a methodology was derived that would 
provide a reasonable estimate. The methodology used to fulfill the statutory 
requirements of defining the number and location of inhabited residential units that 
may be removed involved three steps. 

9/25/01 

1. Step one counted all inhabited residential units previously identified on 
any underlying acquisition maps. For this purpose, the West Humboldt 
Park Chicago Avenue Redevelopment Plan was reviewed. However, the 
majority of the parcels identified for acquisition were vacant lots, vacant 
buildings or parcels that had been improved since the West Humboldt 
Park Chicago Avenue Redevelopment Area Acquisition Map was adopted. 
Therefore, the number of inhabited residential units that may be removed 
in this step is four (4). All of the Parcels within the Area identified for 
acquisition in the West Humbodt Park Chicago Avenue Redevelopment 
Plan are shown on Exhibit H-1 and H-2 in the Appendix of this Study. 

2. Step two counted the number of inhabited residential units contained on 
parcels that are dilapidated as defined by the Act. From field surveys 
conducted in preparation of the Plan, the parcels identified which: 1) 
dilapidation is present so that, within 23 years, existing structures may 
be demolished or rehabilitated, and therefore may result in the removal of 
inhabited residential units: and 2) there also exists six or more eligibility 
factors in addition to age and dilapidation (representing the highest 
number of eligibility factors on blocks in the Area). Therefore, the 
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number of inhabited residential units that may be removed in this step is 
683. 

3. Step three counted the number of inhabited residential units that exist 
where the future land use indicated by the Plan will not include 
residential uses. Therefore, the number of inhabited residential units 
that may be removed from this step is 53. All of the Parcels within the 
Area identified in this step are identified on Exhibit H-1 in the 
Appendix of this Study. 

In summary, a total of 7 40 occupied residential units were identified as units that 
may be removed in the Area. Exhibit H-1, located in the Appendix of this Study, 
contains references to identify the units discussed above. 

B. Relocation Plan 

The City's plans for relocation assistance for those qualified residents in the Area 
whose residences are to be removed shall be consistent with the requirements set 
forth in Section 11-74.4-3(n)(7) of the Act. The terms and conditions of such 
assistance are described in E. Relocation Assistance below. No specific relocation 
plan has been prepared by the City as of the date of this report because no 
redevelopment project has been approved by the City. Until such a redevelopment 
project is approved, there is no certainty that any removal of residences will actually 
occur. 

C. Replacement Housing 

In accordance with Section 11-74.4-3(n)(7) of the Act, the City shall make a good 
faith effort to ensure that affordable replacement housing for any qualified displaced 
residents whose residence is removed is located in or near the Area. 

One of the primary purposes of this Plan is to redevelop portions of the area (with 
emphasis on the vacant lots in residential areas) for residential uses. In addition, 
redevelopment of commercial buildings that may provide upper floor residential 
units could result from individual redevelopment projects. Many of the residential 
units identified above that may be removed are units in vacant or dilapidated 
buildings that need substantial upgrade. It is anticipated that if these units are 
removed, the majority of them will be replaced with residential units in the Area. 

The development of affordable housing is provided for in the Plan. Developers who 
receive tax increment financing assistance for market-rate housing are to set aside, 
to the greatest extent possible, up to 20-percent of the units to meet affordability 
criteria established by the City's Department of Housing. Generally, this means 
that affordable for-sale units should be priced at a level that is affordable to 
households earning no more than 120-percent of the area median income (adjusted 
for family size), and affordable rental units should be affordable to households 
earning no more than 80 percent of the area median income (adjusted for family 
size). 
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Although two types of residential buildings are represented in the Area (single­
family and multi-family), residents can be categorized as either renters or owners. 
It is logical to use tenure, rather than building type, as the basis for discussing 
replacement housing, since a displaced renter would presumably seek a suitable 
replacement apartment without particular concern for the type of structure. 
Overall, renters make up approximately 66% and owner occupied housing 
represents 34% of the households in the Area. 

Replacement Rental Housing 

A recent comprehensive study of the rental housing market in the Chicago 
metropolitan area concluded that, overall, there is a limited supply of quality 
affordable housing in the city and suburbs. For Rent: Housing Options in the 
Chicago Region, published by the Metropolitan Planning Council (MPC), includes a 
current estimate of the number and types of rental units on the West Side of the 
City, which the study defines as the area north and west of the Chicago Sanitary 
and Ship Canal. According to the study, the West Side of Chicago has a total of 
120,900 rental units, 95.0% of which were occupied. Table H-5 provided below 
provides information on this West Side inventory by unit type. The data are also 
broken out for small buildings, those that contain between two and nine units. Most 
of the rental inventory in the Area would fall in the category of small buildings. 

Table H-5 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Plan and Project 

Housing Impact Study 
Supply of Rental Housing On The West Side of Chicago 

All Buildings Small Buildings* 
Unit Type Vacancy Avg. Rent Vacancy Avg. Rent 
Studios 2.4% $499 NA NA 
One bedroom 7.5% $625 4.8% $555 
Two bedrooms 4.7% $622 4.9% $592 
Three or more bedrooms 3.9% $639 3.8% $617 
All units 5.0% $618 5.5% $693 
*Small buildings have 2-9 units. 
Source: For Rent: Housing Options in the Chicago Region, published by Metropolitan 
Planning Council, November 1999. 

The following conclusions can be drawn from the MPC study: 

• The average monthly rent for all West Side apartments is $618 per month. 
The rent is higher ($693) for units in small buildings. 

• Vacancy rates are generally consistent for all unit types in both small 
buildings and the overall market. The exception is one-bedroom units in the 
overall market that have a vacancy rate of 7.5%. 
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• The vacancy rates for all unit types (with the exception of one-bedroom units) 
are below 6%; the threshold set by the U. S. Department of Housing and 
Urban Development (HUD) for a tight market. Within the Area the rental 
market is tight. Although, the rental market on the West Side is not as tight 
as in the overall Chicago region. 

To get a snapshot picture of the available apartments within this general area, 
Goodman Williams Group examined advertisements listed on the Chicago Sun­
Times web site on February 19, 2001. On that day, 46 apartments were advertised 
in the western sectors of the city. The locations of these apartments are listed on the 
following page as Table H-6. 

The information obtained from the Sun-Times listings indicate that average monthly 
rents for the properties listed were below the averages revealed in the MPC study 
for studio, one-bedroom, and two-bedroom units on the West Side of Chicago. Units 
with 3 or more bedrooms in the Sun-Times listings were higher than the MPC study. 
These data would indicate that renters in units with less than 3 bedrooms would 
likely be able to find a replacement unit at or near the price that they are currently 
paying. However, renters of units with 3 or more bedrooms may expect to pay prices 
closer to or above the West Side averages found in the MPC Study. 

Replacement For-Sale Housing 

Table H-7, provided on the page following Table H-6, presents data from the 
Chicago Association of Realtors showing trends in the number of home sales and 
sales prices in the three community areas in which the Area is located. The data 
reveal the following: 

• Sales activity has increased over the last three years in Humboldt Park 
but remained relatively stable in East and West Garfield Park. 

• Sales of multi-family buildings with, two, three, or four units are 
predominant in all three-community areas and show particularly strong 
numbers in Humboldt Park (this is also the prevalent residential building 
type). 

• Attached units such as condominiums and lofts represent a very small 
share of home sales in the three-community area. 

The data suggest that likely sales of existing homes in all three community areas, 
but particularly in Humboldt Park, have been driven by buyers' interest in 
attractively priced multi-family buildings. A Humboldt Park multi-family building 
sells for roughly three-quarters of the citywide price.. The numbers of sales and 
transaction prices are steadily rising for small-scale multi-family buildings-the 
mainstay of the housing stock in the Area. However, this sal~s activity is not 
widespread throughout all of Humboldt Park. 
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Table H-6 

City of Chicago 

Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Plan and Project 
Housing Impact Study 

Survey of Market-Rate Rental Listings 

Address 
Austin Area 
Austin Area 
Austin Area 
Austin Area 

3527 W. Fullerton 
3527 W. Fullerton 
3338 W. Adams 

5501 W. Washintfton 
4601 W. Fifth 

4432 W. Lexington 
300 S. Kilbourn 
300 S. Kilbourn 

Austin Area 
Austin Area 

Central & Laramie 
1000 N. Laramie 

Austin Area 
Austin Area 
Austin Area 
Austin Area 
Austin Area 
Austin Area 
Austin Area 

112 N. Mason 
4000 W. Lake 
533 N. Lawler 
533 N. Lawler 

4800 W. Jackson 
Franklin Blvd. 

300 S. Sacramento 
100 N. LaTrobe 
3200 W. Monroe 

661 N. Austin 
3347 W. Monroe 

233 N. Leamington 
251 N. Kilpatrick 

116 N. Lotus 
48 N. Parkside 

1 N. Kastner 
3330 W. Monroe 
200 N. Austin 
18 S. Mayfield 

2906 W. Adams 
3600 W. Franklin 
4400 W. Jackson 
3414 W. Monroe 

s ummary: 
Unit T.vpe 

Studio 
One-Bedroom 
Two-Bedrooms 
Three or more-Bedrooms 
Total 

9/25/01 
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Monthl.v Rent 
$630 
$895 
$550 
$650 
$320 
$360 
$975 
$455 
$670 
$750 
$550 
$575 
$650 
$825 
$600 
$690 
$400 
$800 
$850 
$600 
$600 

Not Given 
$725 
$635 
$850 
$720 
$650 
$650 
$550 

Not Given 
$460 
$550 
$530 
$600 
$515 
$330 
$795 
$565 

Not Given 
$350 
$825 
$475 
$950 
$365 
$625 
$800 

Average Monthly Rent 
$393 
$461 
$613 
$815 
NIA 

Bedrooms 
2 
3 
1 
2 
1 
2 
4 

Studio 
2 
3 
1 
2 
2 
3 
2 
2 
1 
2 
3 
2 
2 
1 
2 
2 
3 
2 
2 
3 
2 
3 
1 
2 
2 
2 
2 

Studio 
3 
1 
4 
2 
2 
1 
3 
1 
3 
3 

Number In Surve.v 
2 
9 

22 
11 
46 

PGAV Urban Consulting 
Page 3-5 



Housing Impact Study 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Area TIF 
Redevelopment Plan and Project City of Chicago 

Table H-7 
Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Plan and Project 

Housing Impact Study 
New Community Area Home Sales 

1998 1999 2000 

Type Median Price Sales Median Price Sales Median Price Sales 

Single Family Detached 

Humboldt Park $79,500 75 $86,000 124 $87,500 136 

W. Garfield Park $65,900 10 $27,250 7 $37,620 16 

E. Garfield Park $84,000 11 $97,000 19 $85,000 16 

City of Chicago $130,000 9,811 $136,000 10,320 $139,900 10,499 

Attached (Condos, lofts, etc.} 

Humboldt Park No Sales 0 No Sales 0 $75,000 1 

W. Garfield Park $83,000 4 $57,000 3 $250,000 1 

E. Garfield Park $86,300 3 $85,000 4 $130,350 7 

City of Chicago $153,000 11,092 $177,500 12,606 $203,500 12,883 

Multifamily 

Humboldt Park $120,000 154 $130,000 201 $140,000 253 

W. Garfield Park $73,500 33 $95,000 43 $81,000 60 

E. Garfield Park $87,500 28 $91,000 42 $115,000 56 

City of Chicago $168,000 4,488 $179,000 5,140 $182,000 4,885 

Source: Chicago Association of Realtors. 

Residential Development 

Much of the sales and development activity occurring near the Area is located in a 
portion of Humboldt Park that brokers refer to as West Bucktown in an attempt to 
draw upon the proven desirability of the Bucktown neighborhood. A January 27, 
2001, feature story in the Chicago Tribune described the new construction and loft 
development occurring in an area bounded by Armitage (2000 north), Western (2400 
west), North (1600 north), and California (2800 west). The staff writer states: 

"There was general agreement [among the interviewees] that Armitage and 
Western are the north and east boundaries. Though there were some quibbles 
about whether North or Division (1200 north) was the south boundary, North 
won. California won over Kedzie for west." 

Residential activity that is occurring near the Area is occurring in the northeast 
quadrant of the Humboldt Park Community. The Chicago/Central Park 
Redevelopment Area is in the southwest portion of the Humboldt Park Community 
and includes portions of West and East Garfield Park. Reinvestment similar to that 
occurring in other parts of the Humboldt Park community has not been realized in 
that portion of Humboldt Park located within the Area. 
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D. Replacement Housing Summary 

City of Chicago 

In general, the intent of the Plan is to facilitate development of affordable 
residential housing in areas that have lost population or where the condition of the 
housing stock is declining. Residential portions of the Area are designated for infill 
housing in the Plan. There are a significant number of vacant lots, which, if 
developed with housing, would enhance neighborhood stability and provide housing 
opportunities to help revive the Area. While certain units have been identified that 
"may be removed", in general, the majority of these units are being listed as such per 
requirements of the Act that relate to requirements of the Plan preparation. In 
reality, it is unlikely that many units would be removed. 

The typical building type in the Area is a two- or three-flat structure with two- or 
three-bedrooms. Many of the vacant lots in the Area once contained similar 
structures. Development of two- and three-flat buildings may allow current 
residents to become homeowners, as well as create quality rental housing. In 
addition, many programs are available to assist in the development of replacement 
housing. These same programs are also available to assist in facilitating the 
construction of the new residential development envisioned by the Plan. Use of 
mechanisms that provide assistance to developers and residents including: 
conveyance of vacant lots; rehabilitation programs; new construction programs; and 
the use of TIF, may make such development more economically viable. 

E. Relocation Assistance 

In the event that the implementation of the Plan results in the removal of 
residential housing units in the Area occupied by low-income households or very 
low-income households, or the permanent displacement of low-income households or 
very low-income households from such residential housing units, such households 
shall be provided affordable housing and relocation assistance not less than that 
which would be provided under the federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real 
Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 and the regulations thereunder, including 
the eligibility criteria. The City shall make a good faith effort to ensure that 
affordable replacement housing for the aforementioned households is located in or 
near the Area. 

As used in the above paragraph, "low-income households," "very low-income 
households" and "affordable housing" have the meanings set forth in Section 3 of the 
Illinois Mfordable Housing Act, 310 ILCS 65/3. As of the date of this report, these 
statutory terms have the following meaning: (i) "low-income households" means a 
single person, family or unrelated persons living together whose adjusted income is 
more than 50 percent but less than 80 percent of the median income of the area of 
residence, adjusted for family size, as such adjusted income and median income are 
determined from time to time by the United States Department of Housing and 
Urban Development (HUD) for purposes of Section 8 of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937; (ii) "very low-income household" means a single person, family or 
unrelated persons living together whose adjusted income is not more than 50 
percent of the median income of the area of residence, adjusted for family size, as so 
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determined by HUD; and (iii) "affordable housing" means residential housing that, 
so long as the same is occupied by low-income households or very low-income 
households, requires payment of monthly housing costs, including utilities other 
than telephone, of no more than 30 percent of the maximum allowable income for 
such households, as applicable. 
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Chicago I Central Park 
Redevelopment I?Ja~ ·alld Projilct 

RESIDENTIAL 
COUNT PIN NUMbER 

UNI1TYPE' 

1 1602l25002 MIXED USE 
2 1602125009 SINGLE FAMILY 
3 1602125010 MUL TI-FAMlL Y 
4 1602125012 SINGLE FAMILY 

.:5 1692126022 . SINGLE.F.AMILY 
6 1602126025 MULTI-FAMILY 
7 16.0.2126021) SJNGLE FAMILY 
8 16.02126027 .SJI:-IGLE J:AMIL Y 
9 1.6.02\27015 SINGLE FAMILY 
10 16.02127016 MUL TI-F.AMIL Y 
11 160.2.127022 MUL 11-P./WIL Y 
12 1602127024' MULJI-FAMIL y 
13 16'02.126009 . MWL TI-FAMIL Y 
14 16'02128010 . $1NGLEFAMll Y 
15 16.02128015 MULTI-FAMILY 
18 16()2128023 MUL TI-FA..MIL V 
17 160212.8024 SINGLE FAMILY 
18 1602301014 MUlti-FAMILY 
19 160230 10·15 MU.L TI-FAMILY 
2(1 16023(}10.16 MUL Tl-FAMJI.:Y 
21 .100.2301017 !'vii,IL TI-FAM.IL:Y 
22 1002301018 MUL TI.f"AMIL Y 
2,3 1602301020 MUL TI·F.AMILY 
24 1602301028 'SINGLE FAMILY 
2.5· 1602301030 SINGlE FAMILY 
'26 1602301032 SINGlE FAMih Y 
.v 1602301035 MUL TicFAMILY 
28 1602301036 MU.L TI-FAMILY 
'2.9 16'02301037 MUL TI'FAMlLY 
30 1602302039 MUL ncFAMIL Y 
31 '16()2303025 MULTI~FAMILY 

3Z 1602303'032 SINGLE FA.MJL,Y 
33 160230~034 SINGLE FAMl~Y· 
34 1602~iWH> MULTI-FAMILY 
.3'5 160230M23 SINGLE F.AMIL Y 
S6 160230!>.00 7 MULTI-FAMILY . 
37 16023Qt>DO!t SINGLE FAMILY 
38 1602301>.016 MUL Tl·F.AMILY 
311- 16023060'18 M.UL TFF.AMIL:Y 
40 16023060.19 MULTI-FAMILY 
41 1602306024 MUL TJ-FAMJL:Y 
42 1602301!025 M.l.JL TJ-FAMIL Y 
43 1602;306026 SINGLE FAMILY. 
44 1~02ll06033 Ml.JLTJ-FAMIL Y 
45 160Z30!l0.3& Ml.JL TI-FAMIL Y 
46 ~60230901.>'1 MIXEO.USE 
47 1602309002 MIXED. USE 
48. 1602'309006 MIXED USE 
49 1602309013. MIXED USE 
50 160.2310023 MIJL Tl-FAMil Y 
51 1602310024 MUL 11-F.AMIL Y 
52' 1602310042 MUlTI-FAMILY 
53 1602.~12010 SINGLE f1AMJL Y 
54 1602,312011 . SINGLE FAMJL Y 
55 1602312012 SINGLE FA..Mil Y . 
56 180231201~ SINGLE FAMILY 
57 1602312014 'SINGLE FAMILY 
:5$ 1602312016 SINGLE FAMILY 
59 16d2312026 . SINGLE'FAMIL Y 
80 16d231'2027. SINGLE> FAMILY 
61 1602312029 SINGLE FAMILY 
62 1602312030 SINGLEFAMit.Y. 
83 1602312033 . MUL Tl-FAMIL, Y 
-64 1602312034 . MUL Tl-FAMIL Y 
'6,5 1602,312040 SINGLE FAMILY 
66 1602312.041 SINGLE FAMILY 
61 1602319007 MULTI-FAMILY 
118 16023.13009 MULTI-FAMILY 
69 1602319014 MULTI-FAMILY. 
70 1602313015 MULTI-FAMILY 
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NUMBER OF 
ijcSIDE1HIAL 

UNITSZ 

1 
1 
2 
1 
1 
2 
1 
1 
1 
2 
2 
2 
2 
1 
3 
2 
1 
3 
2 
3 
2 
2 
2 
t 
1 
1 
2 
2 
3 
3 
2 
1 
1 
.3 
1 
2 
1 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
1 
2 
2 
2 
2 
6 
2 
~ 

2 
2 , 
I , 
1 
1 
1 
1 
'1 
1 
1 
'S 
2 
1 
1 
3 
3 
3 
3 

Exhibit H-1 City of ChlcagD' 
Units That May E!e· Remol(ed 

OCCUPIED 
RESIDENTIAL CffANGE IN DtLAPIDAl'ED ON UNDERLYING 

RESIDENTIAL 
PROPERTY ADtiRESS4 LAND lJSE5 SfRUCl'UREt 

ACQUISITION 
UNITS3 

LIST1 

1 1257 N PUU?,SKl YES 
1 1233 N PUL.:.A..SKI YES 
2 1231 N PUL:ASKI YES 
1 1225 N PULASKI YES 
1 1234 N SPRINGFIELD YES 
2 1226 N SPRINGFfELD YES 
1 1224 N SPRINGFIELD YES 
1 1'222 N SPRINGF.lELD YeS 
1 1253 N SPRINGFIELD YES 
2 125.1 N SPRINGFIELD YES 
2 1:23.5 N 'SPRINGFIELD YES 
2 1229 N SPRINGFIELD YES 
2 1.24.1 N AVERS YES 
1 12391\1 AVERS YES 
3 1227 N AVERS YES 
2 12~NHAMLIN YES 
1 1228 1\1 HAMLIN YES 
3 1'l35N HARDif\!G YES 
2 1131 N HARDING YES 
3 . 1127 N HARDING YES 
9 H25.N.HARDING . YES 

. 2 .112::) N H~RDJNG YES 
2 1117 .N HARDING YJ;,S 
1 1142 N SPRINGFIELD YES 
~· 1136 N Sf?RINGF.IELD YES 
f 1130 N SPRINGFIE;LD YES 
2 1-120 N SI=>RINGFIELD YES 
2 111'8 N SPRINGFIELD YES 
.s 11'16 N SPRINGFIELD YES 
.3 1108 N AVERS YES 
2 1138 N HAMLIN YES 
1 1122 N HAMLIN YES 
1 11 1.4 N HAMLIN YES 
0 H:l9 N l:iAMLLN YES 
0 1107 N RIDGEWAY YES 
2 1143 N LAWNQALE YES 
1 1141 NLAWNQALE YES 
2 111.9 N LAWNQALE YES 
2 1111 N LAWNDALE YE.S 
2 1107NLAWNDALE YES 
2 1138N MONTICELLO YES 
2 1136 N MONTICELLO YES 
1 11"32N MONTICELLO YES 
2 1110 N MONTICELLO YES 
2 1106 N MONTICELLO YES 
2 1057 NPULASKL YE$ 
~ 1053 N PU.LASKI yes 
a 1041 N PULASKI YES 
2 ~001 N PULASKI YES 
s 10fl0 N'SF'RII\IGFIELO YES 
2 1048 N SPRiiiiGFIEl.D YES 
2 1004 N.SPRINGFIELD YES 
0 10;3·1 N AVERS YES 
0 1029 N AVERS YES 
1 1027 N AVERS YES 
1 1023 N AVERS YES 
1 102l NAVERS Yi:S 
1 1017NAVERS YES 
1 1046 N HAMLIN. YES 
1 1042 N HAMLIN YES 
1 1038 N HAMLIN YES 
1 1036 N HAM.LiN YES 
3 1026 N HAMLIN YES 
2 1020 N HAMLIN YES 
~ 1006' N HAMLIN YES 
1 1004 Ill HAMLLN. YES 
3 1043 Ill HAMLIN' YES 
3 10391\1 HAMLIN YES 
3 10211\1 HAMLIN YES 
3 1019·N HAMLIN' YES 

PGAV Urban CorJsultlng 



Chlc;&go I Central Park. 
Rede:vetopment'Pian and ProJect 

RESIDI::NTIA'" C.OUNT PIN NUMBER 
UNITT.YPE1 

71 160.2313017 SJNG.LE FAMIL'Y 
72 1M231.30111 MUL TI-F.AMIL:Y 
73 1602313 21 SING.LE FAMILY 
74 1602313032 SIN.GLE FAMILY 
75' 1602313039 SINGLE FAMILY 
7-11 1602313041 MULTI-FAMILY. 
'77 1602314Q.QJ MULTI-FAMilY 
7JI 1.60.013:14DQ6 SINGLE FAMILY 
79 1g0_23H010 MULTI-FAMILY 
80 1p023'14012 MULTI-FAMILY 
111 11'102314()13 MUL TI·FAMIL Y 
82 16023.14021 MULT.I-FAMILY 
lP 1602314023" . MULTI-FAMILY 
84 1602814024 MU.LTI-FAMIL Y 
.85' 1602314025 MULTicFAMLLY 
.86, 1602314027 MUL TI'4:AMILV 
.ST 1602314032 MUL flcFAMIL Y 
.SB 1602314037 SINGLE FAMJL Y 
$9 16023f0027 SINGLE FAMILY 
91) 1602315028 MULIHAMJLY 
91 1602315031 SINGLE FAMILY 
92 1602315036 SINGLE FAMILY 
93 1602317013 SINGLE FAMILY 
94 , 602-31701·5 MULTI-FAMILY 
95 1602:317026 MULTI-FAMlL Y 
96 1602317029 SJNGLE FAMILY 
~7 .1602M7030 ~INGLE FAMILY 
~.a 16.023'1 7Q'(l1 SINGLE FAMJL Y 
S!l 1602317033' M L TI-FAMJLY 
100 16'0'2317041 SINGLE FAMILY 
101 160'2311\001 SINGlE FAMILY' 
1~ 1®23111011 SINGLE FAMILY 
103 1602:311!01;3' MUlTI-FAMILY 
10_4 1602318025_ MUL1HAMILY 
10.5 1602318045 . SINGLE FAMILY 
10.6 16023~9003 . MUL.TI-f.AMII_Y . 
107 160:!319036 MUL'IHAMIL Y 
108 16023~9037 MULll-FAMtl-Y 
10.9 '6023'19038' SJNG.L E FAMILY 
110 16023HlM9 -SINGLE FAMILY 
111 1602320005 MUL TI·FAMIL Y 
112 160.2320006· . MUL n-FAMIL Y 
113 160232000~ MULTI-FAMILY. 
114 1602320009 SINGLE FAMILY 
115 1602320021 MUL TI-F4Mil Y 
116 1602320024 MUL '1'1-FAMI.L Y . 
117 1602320027 SINISLE FAMILY 
118 16023200:!6 MLIL TI·FAMIL Y 
119 '16023200~9 tv\UL 'Tl-FAMILY 
120 1602320032 Ml.ll1;1-FAMILY 
1.21 160232.1005 SlNGLE-FAMIL Y 
122 1602321010 MULTI-FAMILY 
12l 1602321014 ' SlNGLE FAMILY 
124 16Q232l015 MULTI-FAMILY 
125 160232l021 MUL Tl-FAMILY 
12& 1602321033 MULTI-FAMJL Y 
127 1602321036 MULTI-FAMILY 
128 1602321040 SINGLE FAMJL Y 
129 16'02321041 SINGLE FAMILY 
130 1602321042 'SINGLE f'AMJLY· • 
131 16'02321046 MULTI-FAMib. Y 
132. 1802321047 MULTI-FAMILY 
133 1602322.002 MULTI•FAMILY 
134 1602322.006 SINGLE FAMILY 
135 16023220()8 SINGLE FAMILY 
138 1602322014 SJNGLE FAMILy· 
137 1'602\322015 MUL n-FAMILY. 
ne· 1602\322018 SINGLIE FAMILY 
139 1602\322019 SINGLE FAMILy· 
140 1602322020 . SINGL.E FAMILY· 

0912512001 
R&lised ~anuary 28, 2002 
Chi(<a.QO·Cen!J:lil Pal1< EXhibit H-1.xls 
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Exhibit H-1 
Units That May J:Je a.emov.ed 

OCCUPIED 
RESIPENTIAL RESIDeNTIAl-

PROPERTY .ADDRE.SS~ uNil'S1 

t 1013 N H~MLIN 
0 1011 N HAMLIN 
1 1003 N HAMLIN 
0 1034 N RIDGEWAY 
1 1016 N R:I.DGEWAY 
2 10}0 N RIDGEWAY 
2 1059 N RIDGEWAY 
1 1045 N'RIDGEWAY 
2 1035 N RIDGEWAY 
2 100.9 N F{IDG.EWAY 
2 1027 N RIDGEWAY 
4 1001 N RIDGEWAY 
2 1052 N LAWNDALE: 
3 1050 N LAWNDALE 
3 1046N LAWNDALE 
2 l040N LAWNDALE 
2 1026 N LAWNDALE 
1 1012N LAWNDALE 
1 103li· N MONTICEL 1.:0 
2 t032 N MONTICELLO 
1 1024 N MONTICELLO 
1 1<l08 N MONTICELLO 
t -9.23 N PULASKI 
3 919 N PULASKI 
2 950 N HARDING 
1 '942 N HARDING 

. 1 940 N HARDING 
1 938 N HARDING 
2 934 N HAF\DJNG 
1 '9'1~NHARDING 

1. 959 N HARDING 
1 931 N HARDING 
3 9.23 N HARDING 
2. ·952 N SPRINGFIEl:D 
1 900 N SPRINGFIELD 
2. 953N SPRINGFIELD 
2 91B NAVERS 
2. 91i.l N'AVERS· 
1 '9f2NAVERS 
1 91DNAVE.RS 
~ 947NAVERS 
2 94'3 NAVERS 
3 !l35NAVERS 
1 !l3311JAVERS 
~ 948: N HAMl-IN 
~ 940N HAMLIN 
1 9a2 N HAMLIN 
3 :930 N HAMLIN 
2 928'N HAMLIN 
3 920 N HAMLII',J 
1 949N ~-=!AMLIN 
3 935N HAM!..IN 
1 !125 N HAMLIN 
2 923 N HAI'iilLIN 
2. !109 N HAMLIN 
~ .934 N RIDGEWAY 
2 .928 N RIDGEWAY 
1 .918 N RIDGEWAY 
1 9"16 N RIDGEWAY 
1 .912 N RID.GE.WAY 
2 9.02 N RIDGJ:WAY 
4 900'N RIDGEWAY 
3 !155 N RIDGEWAY 
1 945 N RIDGEWAY 
1 941 N RIDGEWAY 
1 923 N RID.GEWAY 
2 921 N RIDGEWAY 
1 9.11 N RIDGEWAY 
1 909'N RIDGEWAY 
1 907 N RIDGEWAY 

C~ANGEIN 

LAND use• 

City of Chicago 

DILAPlOA"T:EO ON UNDERLYING 

STRl!CTURE' 
.1\COUISill(jN 

LfST7 

YES 
YE:;l 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES· 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
'r'ES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 

·yes 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YE,S 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
.YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES· 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
;(ES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 

-YES 
YES 
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Chicago I Cen1rel Park 
Redevelopmt~nt Placy~nd·Project 

RESIDENTIAL 
COUNT PIN NUb'laER 

UNITTYPE1 

'141 1·602$22024 MULTJ~FAMIL Y· 
142 1602323028· MUL TI•FAMIL Y 
143 1602324007 SINGLE FAMILY 
144 1'602324618 SINGLE FAMILY 
145 16023.2402'0 SINGLe-FAMIL'l' 
148 16!>!!324(>21 SINGLE'·FAMIL Y' 
147 16!>2324022 SINGLE FAMILY 
141!' 1602324024 ' MUL TI"FAMIL Y 
149 1602325021 SINGLE FWAIL Y 
f50 1.60i32602t' SINGLE FAMILY 
151 1602327006 . SINGLE FAMILY 
152 1602327007' : $1NGU: FAMlL Y 
153 1602327011 MULTI-FAMILY 
154 1602327043 . SINGLE FAMILY 
,15.5 160_2328()06 . SINGLE FAMILY 
'156 1.002328009 . MULJ:I-FAMI.LY 
~57 1602;'!28017: MULTi-FAMILY 
'150 1602326018 MUL TI-FAMIL V 
159 160.232.9027 SINGLE'FAMIL Y 
180 1602.330018 $1NGLEfAMlL Y 
11!1 1602,330020 MULTI•FAMILY 
162, 1602330028 MULTI-FAMILY 
163 _16023300~2 MUL Tl·FAMIL Y 
164 ~60~32()03 MUt'IHAMIL Y . 
1115 ·t eo2as29os MUL Tl•FAMIL Y 
16.6 '1602332006 SINGLE FAMILY. 
167 160.2332012 SIN'GLE FAMILY . 
166 1.602'33201'3 ' SINGLE FAMILY 
160 1602332016 SINGLE FAMIL:Y 
170' 1602332018 MULTI,FAMIL¥ 
171 1602332023 MULII·FAMILY 
172. 1602332021 MULTI-FAMILY 
173 1602332626 MULTI-FAMILY 
174 '16624()4037 MUL Tl-FAMIL Y 
175 1B0241'fi003 MUL. TI-FAMIL Y 
176 16Q2415.0Q5 MULTI-FAMILY 
171 11l_0~41qo<J9 MUL.TI-FAMIL.Y 
17.8 1 136.241'5<)12 MUL TI·FAMIL Y 
1'79 '16(}'241'5015 SINGLE FAMILY 
180 1602415018 ' SINGLE FAMILY 
181 1602.415030. MULTI·FAMIL Y 
:I liZ 1602415.031 MU'tTl·FAMILY 
183 1602416006 MUL Tl-FAMILY 
164 ' 1'602416009 MULTI-FAMILY 
185 1602.416017 MUL Tl·FAMILY 
1S:6 1602416023 , SINGLEFAMILY 
1$7 1602416.027 , SINGLEFAMILY 
188 1'602416032' , SINGLE FAMTL Y 
1119 1602.4160.36 SINGLE FAMILY 
190 1602416039 SINGLE FAMILY 
191 1602416042 SINGLE FAMILY 
~92 f602.416044 ·.SINGLE FAMILY 
193 1602417003 SINGLE FAMILY 
194 16Q24170tl) SIN~LE FAM!L Y 
~I)!; 160;2.417013 SINGlE FAMlL Y 
196 16D'Z417014 $1l'IGLI! FAMILY 
197 t$0~41701$ SINGLE FAMIL¥ 
198' 1602417018 SINGLE FAMILY 
199 '16'02417019 SJNGJLE'Fl\MIL Y. 
20:.0 ·1662417031 · SINGJ.E'FAMIL Y 
2'0'1 1'6024170~ S1Nl3LE FAMILY 
20:i 1602417044 SINGLE FAMILY . 
203 1ii0241'!l030 : SINGLEFAMILY 
'204 j 8.02418040 MULll-FAMILY 
205 1 60241'6041 , SINGL~ FAMILY 
20JI 1'602419012 SlNGL}: FAMILY 
207 160241.9025 SlNGL}: FAMILY 
~OB 16.024'19034 MULT1-f'AMILY 
209 16024190~5 MULJI·F.AMlL Y 
210. 160241.9037 MULTI·FAMIL Y 

0:9/:25/2001 
Revi&ed .J<1nusry 28, 2002 
CliicagG-Centrsl Park E~hibiJ H·1 .xl~ 
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Exhibit H~1 
Units That May Be R!llmoved 

oceupu:D 
RESIDENTIAL l,[ REJ;IDENTIAL 

PROPERTY AQ0RE$S4
• IJNITS3 

2 956N lAWNDALE 
2 946 N MQNTICELLO. 
1 94.1 N MONTICELLO 
1 9 1 1 N MONTICELLO 
1 905 N MONTICELLO 
1 903 N MONilCELLO 
1 901 N MONTICEli.O 
4 952 N CENTRAL PARK 
1 852 N HARDING 
1 834 N SPRINGFIELD 
1 843 N SPRINGFIELD 
1 ~9 N SPRlNGF.IELD 
2 831 N SPRINGFIELD 
1 80.9 N SPRINGFIELD 
1 843NAVEiRS' 
2 6.33NAVERS 
3 654N RAMUN 
3. ll52N HAMUN. 
1 634 N RIDGEWAY 
0 815 N RIDGEWAY 
2 854 N lAWNDALE 
2 834 N lAWNDALE 
2 824 N lAWNDALE 
2 8.51 N MONTICELLO 
2. t34!'i N MONTICELLO 
'i 637 N MONTICELLO 
0 627 N MONTICELLO 
0 623 N MONTICELLO 
1 B17 N MONTICELLO 
2 652 N CENTRAL PARK 
2 836 N CENTRAL PARK 
2 626 N CENTRAL PARK 
2 ·B22 N CENTRAL PARK. 
2 1008 N DRAKE 
2 951 N CENTRAL PARK 
'2 945 N CENTRAL PARK 
2 935 N CENTRAL PARK 
2 927 N CENTRAL PARK 
1 919 N CENTRAL PARK 
1 911 N CENTRAL PARK 
2 934NDRAKE 
2 .930 N' DRAKE 
2 935N DRAKE 
2 933 N DRAKE 
0 909 N DRAKE 
0 950 N STLOUIS 
.1 942 N ST LOUIS 
1 926 N S'rLOUIS. 
1. 922 N ST LOUIS 
1 912 N Sl LOUIS 
.1 9.04 N ST LOUIS 
0 9b0 N ST LOUIS 
1 953 N ST COUIS 
.1 935 N STLOUIS 
1 929 N ST l:OUIS 
1 925 N STLOUIS 
1 923 N s:r LOUIS 
1 915 N ST LOUIS 
1 ·913 N STLOUIS 
.1 942 N TRUMBULL. 
1 934 N TRUMBULL 
l 906 N TRUMBULL 
0 940NHOMAN 
2 914N HOMAN 
1 910NHOMAN 
1 827 N CENTRAL PARK 
.1 634NORAJ<E 
2 3552W CHIGAG'O 
2 3556 W CHICAGO 
2 3!>44 W CHICAGO 

•CHANGE IN 
LAND US~ 

City of Chioago 

DILAPIDATED ON UNDERLYING 

STRUCTURE' 
ACQUISITION 

LIST7 

YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
Y£$ 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 

YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES' 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
Y!:S 
YES 
YES: 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES' 
YES 
YES' 
YES 
YBS 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YE;S 
YES 
YES 
YES 
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Cni~agG f. Central Pari\ 
Redavelopment Plan and P.io]ect 

RESIDENTIAL . 
COUNT PIN NUMBER 

UNJTTYPE1 

211 1602419038 MULTI-FAMILY 
212 1602419039 MULTJ,FAMILY 
213 16.02419040 MUl-TI-FAMILY 
214 16.02420004 SINGLE FA,Mil:.Y 
215 16.02420009 SINGLE FAMILY 
'216 1'602420018 SINGLE FAMILY 
2.17 1602420020 SINGLE FAMILY 
2.18 1'602420026 SINGLE FAMILY 
2.1~ 160242002'1' SINGLE FAMILY 
220 160_2420033 MULTI-FAMILY 
.2:21 1602420034 MU.LTI,FAMIL Y 
222 1602420.036· MULTI-FAMILY 
223 16Q24200A1 MIXED USE 
224 1602420044 MIXED USE. 
22.5 1602_420045 MIXED USE 
~6 160P.421.fJ04 SINGLE PAMIL Y 
227 16.62421005 SING(.E_FAMIL Y 
228 1602421014 SINGLE FAMILY 
229 16024_21022 SINGLE FAMILY 
230 1602421025 SINGlE FAMILY 
231 1602~21 02fj SINGLE FAMILY 
232 1802~21027 SINGLE fAMILY 
233 16024,21029 SINGLE FAMILY 
234 16Q242200il $INGLE FAMILY 
235 16024.22009 SINGLE FAMILY 
236 160242~010 SINGLE FAMILY 
237 1602425012 . SINGLEFAMILY 
238 1602425013 SINGLE FAMILY 
239 1602425014 SINGL,E FAMILY 
240 1602425015 SINGLE FAMILY 
241 1602425016 SINGLE F-AMILY 
24Z 1602425:017 , SINGL.E FAMILY 
2.43' 1602417'01<1 MC:ILThFAMILY 
2.44 ~ 6!l.M27015 . SINGLE FAMI.L Y 
2.415. 16.024270H> MULTI-FAMI.LY 
2.41,1 1602427018- MUL '1'1-FAMIL Y 
247 16024-2701~ MULTI-FAMILY 
248 1602427020 M!JLTI-FAMILY 
249 1602427025 MULTI-FAMILY 
250 1602.427026 MULTI·F'AMILY 
251 1.602427027 MULTI-FAMILY 
252 1802.427030 . SINGLE FAMILY 
~53 .. 1603423023 , SINGLE FAMILY 
2.54 1'603423036' SINGLE FAMI.L Y 
2.55 1611100038 . MULTI-FAMILY 
.256 1611102028 SINGLE F.AMI(Y 
257 161110601.6 MULTI-FAMILY 
2'5$ 1611107{)02 MULTI-F.AMILY 

. 258 1611,110:31 MULTI-FAMILY 
2.60 111'11111'637 SINGLE FAMILY 
2.6'1 '11f111 H0:3!1 MULTI-FAMILY 
2.62 ill111120'57 SI~GLE FAMILY 
263' 1 Ef111130P1 MULTI-FAMILY 
2.64 16111140,33 MULTI-FAMILY 
26ll 1611114036 SINGLE FAMILY 
2.66 161111,5008 SINGLE FAMI.LY 
267 161111.50'07 MULTI-FAMILY 
266 1611115009 MULTI-FAMILY 
269 161.1117025 MULTI-FAMILY 
270 1611117{)35 MUL TI·FAMIL:Y 
:m 1611117039 MULTI-FAMIL:Y 
272 1611117040 MULTI-FAMILY 
273 1611121004 MULTI-FAMILY 
274 16-11121026 MUL TI·F'AMIL Y-
275 1611~22027 MULTI.FAMILY 
276 1611123012 MULTI-FAMILY 
277 1611123017 MULTI-FAMILY 
278 16111:!3018 MULTI;FAMILY 
279_ 161112.4008 MULTI;FAMILY 
280 1611124010 MULTI;FAMILY 

09/25/2001 
Revised JanUal)' -?6. 2002 
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exhibit H-1 
Units That. May Be ~moved 

OCCUPIED 
RESIDENTIAL RESIDENTIAL 

P-ROPERTY ADDRESS4 
UNITS3 

0 3542 W CHICAGO 
2 3538 W CHICAGO 
2 353!1 W CHJ.CAGO 
1 ~i NDRAKE 
1 6q7NDRAKE 
1 827NQRAKE_ 
1 854 N ST LOUIS 
1 840_N ST J_DUIS 
1 636 N STLOUIS 
2 8nNSTLOUIS 
3 820 N STLOUIS 
2 814 N STLOUIS 
1 3514 W CHICAGO 
1 3506 W CHICAGO , 3ll04 W CHICAGO 
1 849-N STLOUIS 
1 847 N ST LOUIS 
1 825 N ST LOUIS 
1 . 848 N TRUMBULL 
1 842 N TRUMBULL 
1 838 N TRUMBULL 
1 ~.6 N TRUMBULL 
1 832 N TRUMBULl 
1 841 N TRUMBULL 
1 837 N TRUMBULL 
1 83.5 N TRUMBULL 
1 -3'349'WlOWA 
,f '6S47WIOWA 
1 3343WIOWA 
t 334'1 WIOWA 
1 3348WRICE 
1 3344 WRlCE 
2 864 N CHRISTIANA 
1 862'N CHRISTIANA 
2 860 N CHRISTIANA 
2 854 N CHRISTIANA 
2 852N CHRISTIANA 
2 850 N CHRISTIANA 
4 834 N CHRISTIANA 
3' 832 N. CHRISTIANA 
2 830 N CHRISTIANA 
.1 820 N CHRISTIANA 
1 952 N PULASKI 
1 il12N PULASKI 
s 708 N HARDING 
1 716 NAVER& 
6 718 N MONTICELLO 
.3 749 ~MONTICELLO 
2 634 N SPRINGFIELD 
1 612 N SPRINGFIELD 
2 6l0 N SPRINGFIELC, 
1 625 N SPRINGRIELO 
2 622N HAMLIN 
2 626·N RlDGEWA.Y 
1 ~16·N RIDGEWAY 
1 635 N R1DGEWAV 
0 62SN RmGEWAY 
2 619 N RIDGEWAY 
2 642 N CENTRAL PARK· 
2 614 N CENTRAL PARK· 
2 604 N CENTRAL PARK 
2 602 N CENTRAL PARK 
2 545NAVERS 
2 532 N HAMLIN 
2 546 N mDGEWAY 
3 533 N RIDGEWAY 
.2 521 N RIDGEWAY 
3 519 N F{JDGEWA.Y 
-3 545 N LAWNDALE 
3 541'N LAWNDALE 

.. 
CHANGE IN 
LAND USEs 

YES 
YES 
YE'S 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 

YES 

City or .Chil:llgo 

DILAPIDATED ON UNDeRLYING 

STRUCTURE' 
ACQ,UISITION 

liST7 

YES 
YES 
YES 
YE$ 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
Y.ES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 

YES 
YES 

YES 
YES 

YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YE:S 
YE:S 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
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Chleag9 1 Genll'al Park 
Redevelopment Plan and Project 

RESIDENTIAL 
COUNT ~IN NUMB£.R 

UNITTYPE1 

2:81 1611124015 MUL TPFAMI~Y 
Z/12 ~6,.124019 · SINGLE FAMILY 
283 16JHZ40~ MUL n-FAMIL Y 
2114 t611 l240:35 SINGLE' FAMILY. 
~5 m1112soo9 MULTI-FAMILY 
286 f611 i2501fl MUL n-FAMIL Y 
281 161fi'21003 SINGLE fAMilY 
2811 1611127009 MULTI-FAMILY 
289. 1611'(27014 SINGLE FAMILy· 
290 161·~ t47021 SlNG.LE FAMJL y· 
291 16nta70S1 · SJNGLE FAMILY 
29~ 161it:nog2 SINGLE FAMJL Y 
293 16f1 ~ 27036 $INGLE; FAMILY 
294 1611127049 MULTI-FAMILY 
29!> 1611127050 . MULn-FAMILY 
296 1611127053 MULTI-FAMILY 
297 1611128.001 . SINGLE FAMILY 
298 16.11126:002 SINGLE FAMIL 1"· 
299 1tl.11126.0.1 1 SING~ FAMilY 
~oo 1S1112.8030. ~INGlE FAMILY 
301 161112.8032 ~INGLE.FAMIL Y 

161,12.8045 SINQLE FAMILY 
302 1.6111.280451001 
303 16111280451002 
304 1611129.005 SINGLE FAMlLY 
3.05 1fl1114\JOQ.6 SINGlE FAMILY 
aoa 1611120007 SINGLE FAMILY 
aor· 1611\29.012 SINGLE FAMIL:Y 
3!18 1611130.032 MU.L 11-F.AMIL Y 
30jl 1S1113200~ MULTI-FAMilY 
;a10 1611132CYI1 MULTt-FAr.:IIL Y 
311 1611132015 MULTI-FAMILY 
312 1611132031 SINGLE FAMILY 
313 16~ 120003-1 MUL TI,FAMIL Y 
314 1611200032 MULTI-FAMILY 
315 16~12010_10 MULTI-FAMILY 
316 1611.201023 M LTI..fAMILY 
317 1611204032 MULTI-FAMILY 
318 16112040.36 MUL TI,FAMILY 
319 1611205.014 MULTI-FAMILY 
320 16'11.205017 MULTI:fAMILY 
321 .,8:1120$018 MULTI-fAMILY 
322 i 6.1120501.9 MUL Tl-FAMILY 
323 161120®2.a MULTI-FAMILY . 
324 161\20B03t SINGLE FAMILY 
326 1611206036 MUI.:TI-FAMIL Y 
326 1611206037 MULTI,FAMILY 
327 161120900t MULTI-FAMILY 
328 1611209003· SINGLE FAMILY 
329 1611209004 SINGLE FAMJL Y 
330 16H21 oooS SiNGLE; FAMILY 
331 16.11210012 SINGLE FAMILY 
332: 1611210028 MULTI-FAMILY 
33:t 161f210033 .MlJLTI-FAMJL Y 
334 1611210039 MULTI-FAMILY 
335 1611211.008 Slf\IGLE FAMILY 
338 1611211012 SINGLE Fi).MILY 
331 i&11.211Ci30 MULTJ•FAMILY 
338. 1611212004 MULTI-FAMILY 
3.39 16.11212034 MULTI':FAMILY 
341J• 1611213038 MULTI-FAMILY 
341 1611213038 MULTI-FAMILY 
a42 1611213039 MULn-FAMLLY 
,343 1611213040 MULTl-FAMILY 
344 11!.11216002 SINGLE FAMILY 
345 . 18H2l6005 MUL Tl-FAMil:Y 
348 18.\1217002 MULTI-fAMtLY 
'347 t8H2170f7 Ml:JlTI-f.AMIL;Y 
~46 16112\7018 MULTI•FAMILY 
349 161121'7024 MULTI-FAMILY 

09125/2001 
R~lsed January 28, 2002 
Chicago-Cenlrat Parll Exhibij H-1.1<1~ 

NUMBER OF 
RESIDENnAL 

UNITS2 

3 
~ 

2 
1 
2 
2 
1 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
2 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

1 
1 , 
1 
2 
2 
2 
2 
1 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
3 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
1 
~ 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
f 
3 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
2 
2 
2 
2 
:1 
2 
1 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

ExhibitH·1 
Units That May El& Removed 

OCCUPIED 
RESIDENTIAL RESIDENTIAL 

PROPERTY ADDRBSS4 
UNITSJ 

3 529 N LAWNDALE 
1 519 N LAWNDALE: 
2 548 N MONTICELLO 
~ 530N MONTICELLO 
2 53'7 N MONTICELLO 
0 540 N CENTRAL PARK 
1 455 N HARDING 
0 441 N HARDING , 429 N HARDING 
1 411 N HARDING 
1 446 N SPRINGFIELD 
1 444 N SPRJNGFJELO 
1 434 N SPRINGFIELD 
2 449 N KARDlNG 
2 447 N HARDING 
2 445 N HARDING 
1 3857 W FERDINAND· 
1 3855 W FERDINAND 
1 43~ N SP~INGFIELD 
~ _ 444 NAVERS , ~NAVERS 

~ 402NAVERS 

1 M9NAVERS 
1 M1NAV5RS 
1 44oN AVERS 
1 431 NAVERS 
2 422 N RIDGEWAY 
2 ~9 N LAWNDALE 
2 433 N LAWNDALE 
2 423 N ~WNDALJ;: 
1 434 N MONTICELLO 
2 716 N DRAKE 
2 712 N DRAKE 
a 743NDRAKE 
2 740J'<l.ST LOWIS 
2 714 N CHRISTIANA 
3 700 N CHRISTIANA 
2 731 NCHRISTIANA 
2 12a·N CHRISTIANA 
2 719 N CHRISTIANA 
2 1'17 N CHR\STIANA 
2 703 N CHRJ.SnANA 
0 720NSAWYER 
3 ~.2S6 W HU.RON 
2 3254 W HU.RQN 
0 asr N.DRAKE 
1 .651 N.DRAKE. 
1 647 N DRAKE 
1 645 N ST LOUIS 
1 623 N STLOUIS 
3 640 N TRUMEIULL 
2 622 N TRUMaULL 
2 6.0.4N TRUMBULL 
1 635 N TRUMBULL 
1 625 N TRUMBULL 
2 !ili:2·NHOMAN 
2 647N HOMAN 
0 618 N CHRISTIANA 
2 6~9 N t:!PAULDING 
.2 622 N SPAULDING 
2 620 N SPAUlDING 
2 618 N SPAULO.ING 
1 545 N CENTRAL PA.RK 
2 .&33 N C.ENTRAL PARK 
0 545N ORAKE 
2 538N ST LOUlS 
.2 539 N ST LOUI.S 
2 520 N ST LOUtS 

¢MANGE IN 
LANDUSE5 

Cily of Chical)o 

DilAPIDATED ON UNDcRL YING 

STRUCTURE' 
ACQUISmON 

UST7 

YES 
YES 
YES 
)'E:S 
YE:S 
YES 
YES 
.YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YE.S 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES . -

YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
'r'ES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YEs 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
Y~S 
'r'ES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YISS 
Y.ES 
YJ;S 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
'r'ES 
'r'ES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
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Chicago I Central Pari< 
Redevelopment Plan -and Project 

RE:SIDENTIAL 
COUNT P.II'HIU¥BER 

U'NITTYPE1 

3~ 1611217025 MUL1HAMILY 
351 161_1217028 MULTI-FAMILY 
352 1611217029 MULTI-FAMILY 
3&3 1611219001 MULTI-FAMILY 
354 1611219004 MUL TI·FAMILY 
355 16'11219009 MULTI.FAMILY 
356 1611219015 MULTI-FAMILY 
35'! 1611219019 MULTI-FAMILY 
356- 1611219024 MULTI-FAMILY 
3.59' 1611.220007 MULTI-FAMI.LY 
360 1611220008- MULTI-FAMILY 
361 1611222017 MULTI-FAMILY 
362 1611223001 MULTI-FAMILY 
363 161122-3029 MULTI-FAMILY 
364 t~ 11223()30 MUL Tl·FAMIL Y 
365 1~11223033 MULl'l-FAMILY 
36'6 1~ 112,24004 . SINGLE FAMlLY 
367 1611224006 MULTI-FAMILY 
368- 1611224007 MULTI'FAM!LY 
31)9 1611224032. MULTI-FAMILY 
370 1'611225008 &INGLE FAMilY 
371 1611~27004 MUL TI·FAMIL Y 
372 1611401()05 MUlTI-FAMILY 
373 ,611401007 MULTI-FAMILY 
374 1611401014 SINGLE FAMILY 
375 161140101!i SlNGLE FAMILY 
376 1611401017 SlNG[E FAMILY . 
377 1611401018 SINGLE FAMILY . 
376 1!)11402003 SiNGLE fAMILY 
379' 1611402026 MULTI-FAMILY. 
380 1611402027 MUJ..TI,FAMilY 
381 161140202~ MULTI,FAMilY. 
382 1611402039 MULTI-FAMILY 
383 1611403012 MUL TI·FAMIL Y 
384 1611403017 S.INGLE FAMILY 
385 1611403019 MULTI-FAMilY 
386 161140W27· MUL TI·FAMIL Y 
3!17 161140303tl MUL TI·FAMil Y 
388 1811403031. MUhTI-FAMIL Y 
;!89 1611404007 SINGLE FAMILY 
390 1611405ll04 MUL, TI-FAMIL Y 
3.91 161140501'0 MULTI-FAMILY 
3.92 1611405014 MULTI-FAMILY 
393 1611405040 . MULTI-FAMILY 
394 161'1405041 MUL Tl-FAMILY 
395 1611405044 MUL I·FAMILY 
396 1611405045 MULTI-FAMILY 
397 11311405062 MULTI-FAMILY 
398 11)11405065 MUL 'rl-FAMIL Y 
39.9· _, 1611405066· MUL TI•FAMIL Y 
40.0 1611405069 MULTI-FAMILY 
401 1611405075' 1\!tiLTI-FAMILY 
4Q2 1611405079' MUtTI-FAMlLY' 
40~ 161l40fi()80 MUt, Tl·FAMIL Y 
404 .1&) 140fi01l:2 MULTI·FAMI)..Y 
40$. .161140fi0a4. MULTf·FAMILY 
40!1' 1611405085' . MtJJ:.TI-FAMILY 
407' 161140,6087 MULTI-FAMILY 
4011 161140701'6 MUtTI-FAMfL Y 
40!1 16_13407024 SINGLE FAMI.L Y 
410 1611407026 MULTI-FAMilY 
411 1611>107029 -SINGLE FAMILY 
412 16.11407042 MULTI-FAMILY 
413 161140!!00'1 MULTI-FAMILY 
414 1611401filDB MUL TI-FAMI~Y 
ot1J; 16.1140!!01'1 MUL Tl·FAML~Y 
411l 161140.801.6 MULTI-FAMll:Y 
417 161140.8'02;? MULTI-fAMILY 
418 1611408'0_23 SINGLE FAMILY 
41.11 1611408024 MULTI-FAMILY 

09/25/2001 
Revised J-anuary 28, 200:2 
Chlcago-Ce)llral Park E'xhlbl{ H·1.)()s 

NUMBE.R.QF 
RESIDENTIAL 

UNITS2 

2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
8 
8 
2 
2 
2 
·2.' 
2 
1 
6 
2 
2 
1 
2 
:2 
3 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
1 
2 
2 
3 
2 
1 
2 
2 
4 
2 
2 
2 
2 
6 
2 
2 
2 
;;! 
2 
2 
2 
3 
3 
2 
3 
1 
2 
1 
2 
2 
2 
6 
2 
3 
1 
3 

El(hlbit H-1 
Units That May Be Removed 

OCCUPIED 
RESIDENTIAL RESIDENTIAL 

PROPERTY ADDRESS" UNITS~ 

2 518- N SJ LOUIS 
2 3520 W FRANKLIN 
2 3518 W FRANr<LJN 
2 549'N TRUMBULL 
2 '541 N TRUMBULL 
2 527 N TRUMBULL 
2 54:!NHOMAN 
2 5~NHOMAN 
0 3424. W FRANKLIN 
0 525 N H( MAN 
6 52TN HOMAN 
2 52.8-NSAWfr=R 
2 549NSAWYER 
2 528 NKEDliE 
2 526 N -KEDZI E 
2 520 N KEDZlE 
1 439 N CENTRAL PARK 
'6 4.31 N CENTRALPARK 
2: 4.'1J N CENTRAL PARK 
2 41l>.N CENTRAL PARK 
1 42lN DRAKE 
2 - 3415W FRANKLIN 
2 3446 W CARROLL 
3 ~ZWCARROLL 

1 342<1 W CARROLL 
1 3.42-2. W CARROLL 
0 3418 W CARROLL 
1 ~414W CARROLL 
1 ~56 W CARROlL 
2 326\l W CARROLL 
2 3.2$6 W CARROLL 
2 .3254 W CARROLL 
2 3226 WGARROLL. 
2 ~535 W CARROLL, 
1 3521. W CARROLl 
2 3~ 15. W. CARROLL 
2 3542:W FULTON 
3- 3.594 W fUlTON 
2 35;!0 W FULTON 
1 3441 W cARRDLI. 
2 323NHOMAN 
2 3347 W CA:RROLL 
4 3~7 W CARROLl. 
il 312 N K~O:Z:IE. 
o: 3;20 N KEO:Z:IE 
2 3354 W FlJ.L'TON 
2. 3352WFUJ.:TON 
0 . 3;102. W FULTON 
2 3262 W FULTON 
2 3260 W FULTON 
2 32ETZW FULTON 
2 3240 W FULTON 
2 32jO W FULTON 
2 3226 W FUL"rON 
2 3222 W FULTON 
.3 3216 W FULTON 
a 32,4 W FULTON 
2 .3210. W FULTON 
'3 3423 W FULTON 

.1 :f407 W FUL TQN 
2 3458 W WALNUT 
1 _34l)()W WALNUT 
2- 3418 W WALNUT 
2 3347 W FULTON 
2 33a9 W FULTON 
6 .3319WFULTON 
2 3315 W FUL T'ON 
.a .3261 W FULTON 
1 3257 W FULTON 
3 ~255 W FULTON 

CHANGE IN 
LAND USE5 

YES 
YES 

City of Chicago 

DILAPIQATED ON UNDE.RL. YING 

STRUCTURE' 
ACQUfSIT.ION 

LIST7 

YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YE:S 
YES 
Y.ES. 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YE!> 
YES 
Yf:S 
YES 
Y.ES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YE!> 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES '. 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
yr::_s 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
'YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
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Chicago I Central Park 
Redevelopment Plan. and Project 

Exhibit H·1 
Units That May Be Removed 

RESIDENTIAL 
NUMBER OF OCCUPIED 

COUNT PIN NUMBER 
UNITTYPE1 RESIDENTIAL RESIDENTIAL 

UNITS2 UNITS3 

420 1611408028 MULTI-FAMILY 6 6 
421 1611408030 MULTI-FAMILY 3 3 
422 1611408032 MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 
423 1611406035 MULTI-FAMILY 3 3 
424 1611406037 MULTI-FAMILY 3 3 
425 1611406042 MULTI-FAMILY 3 3 
426 1611408043 MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 
427 1611406052 MULTi-FAMILY 2 2 
428 1611406053 MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 
429 1611408063 MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 
430 1611408073 MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 
431 1811408090 MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 
432 1611411005 SINGLE FAMILY 1 1 
433 1611411009 SINGLE FAMILY 1 1 
434 1611411020 MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 
435 1611411025 MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 
436 1611411027 MULTI-FAMILY 2 0 
437 1611411030 SINGLE FAMILY 1 1 
438 1611411035 MUL 11-FAMIL Y 2 2 
439 1611411036 MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 
440 1611411037 MUL 11-FAMIL Y 3 3 
441 1611411040 MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 
442 1611411043 MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 
443 1611411044 MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 

444 1611411046 MULTI-FAMILY 2 2 

TOTAL 798 740 

1 Indicates P.I.N.'s containing residential units and residential unit by type. 

2 Indicates the total number of residential units for each P.I.N. 

3 Indicates the total number of occupied residential units for each P.I.N. 

4 Property addresS&$ only shown for residential uses. 

RESIDENTIAL 

PROPERTY ADDRESS4 

3235 W FULTON 
3231 W FULTON 
3225 W FULTON 
3217 W FULTON 
3213 W FULTON 
3356 W WALNUT 
3354 W WALNUT 
3332 W WALNUT 
3328 W WALNUT 
3304 WWALNUT 
3248 WWALNUT 
3208 W WALNUT 
3349 W WALNUT 
3339 W WALNUT 
3315 W WALNUT 
3303 W WALNUT 
3265 W WALNUT 
3259 W WALNUT 
3249 W WALNUT 
3245 W WALNUT 
3243 W WALNUT 
3235 W WALNUT 
3229 W WALNUT 
3227 W WALNUT 
3217 W WALNUT 

City of Chicago 

CHANGE IN DILAPIDATED 
ON UNDERLYING 

LAND USE' STRUCTURE' 
ACQUISITION 

LIST7 

YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 

. 53 UNITS* 683 UNITS* 4UNITS* 

5 indlcates the P.I.N.'s associated with residential units that would be removed if the Plan Is Implemented according to Exhibit C, Generalized Land Use Plan, 
included In Attachment Two of the Plan Appendix. 

• Indicates the P.I.N.'s a$$Oclated with dilapidated residential units that were counted as possibly being removed over the life of the Plan. 

7 1ndlcates P.I.N.'s Identified on the West Humboldt Underlying Acquisition Map. 

• Total indicates total number of occupied residential units. 

09/25/2001 
Revised January 28, 2002 
Chicago-Central Park Exhibit H·1.xls 
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Exhibit H-2 
West Humboldt Underlying Acquisition Map 
Chicago I Central Park Redevelopment Area 
City of Chicago, Illinois 
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CHICAGO I CENTRAL PARK REDEVELOPMENT AREA 

ALL THAT PART OF SECTIONS 2, 3 AND 11 IN TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, 
RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN BOUNDED AND 
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGINNING AT THE POINT OF INTERSECTION OF THE EAST LINE OF 
NORTH KEELER AVENUE WITH THE SOUTH LINE OF WEST DIVISION 
STREET; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF WEST DIVISION STREET 
TO THE EAST LINE OF LOT 40 IN BLOCK 6 IN MILLS AND SONS SUBDIVISION 
OF BLOCKS 1, 2, 7 AND 8 IN THE RESUBDIVISION OF BLOCKS 1 AND 2 IN THE 
FOSTER SUBDIVISION OF THE EAST HALF OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER 
OF SECTION 3, TOWNSH1P 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD 
PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 40 BEING ALSO THE WEST 
LINE OF THE ALLEY WEST OF NORTH PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF THE ALLEY WEST OF 
NORTH PULASKI ROAD TO THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 29 lN BLOCK 1 IN 
ELLSWORTH T. MARTIN'S SUBDIVISION OF BLOCKS l AND 2 OF THE 
RESUBDNISION OF BLOCKS 5 AND 6 IN THE FOSTER SUBDIVISION OF THE 
EAST HALF OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 3, TOWNSHIP 39 
NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, SAID SOUTH 
LINE OF LOT 29 BEING ALSO THE NORTH LINE OF THE ALLEY NORTH OF 
WEST CHICAGO AVENUE; 

THENCE EAST ALoNG THE EASTERLY EXTENSION OF SAID SOUTH 
LINE OF LOT 29 IN BLOCK 1 IN ELLSWORTH T, MARTINS SUBDNISION TO 
THE WEST LINE OF LOT 19 IN SAID BLOCK llN ELLSWORTH T .. MARTIN'S 
SUBDIVISION, SAID WEST LINE OF LOT 19 BEING ALSO THE EAST LINE OF 
THE ALLEY WEST OF NORTH PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE NOR1H ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF THE ALLEY WEST 
OF NORTH PULASKI ROAD TO Ti-IE NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT 19 IN BLOCK 1 
IN ELLSWORTH T. MARTIN'S SUBDIVISION; 

TiffiNCE EAST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT 19 IN 
BLOCK 1 IN ELLSWORTH T. MARTINS SUBDMSION TO THE WEST LINE OF 
NORTH PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF NORTH PULASKI 
ROAD TO THE WESTERLY EXTENSION OF THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 30 IN 
BLOCK 7 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION OF THE WEST HALF OF THE 
SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUfBWEST QUARTER AND THE EAST 
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HALF OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF 
SECTION 2, TOWNSIDP 39 NORTII, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PltiNCIP AL 
MERIDIAN, sAil) SOUTH LINE OF LOT 30 BEING ALSO THE NORTH LINE OF 
THE ALLEY NORTH OF CHICAGO AVENUE; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID WESTERLY EXTENSION AND 
ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF THE ALLEY NORTH OF CHICAGO AVENUE TO 
THE EAST LINE OF NORTH HARDING A VENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH HARDING 
AVENUE TO THE EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 6 IN 
THE SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 4 IN F. HARDING'S SUBDIVISION OF THE WEST 
HALF OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 11, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, 
RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THffiD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID EASTERLY EXTENSION AND THE 
NORTH LINE OF LOT 6 IN THE SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 4 IN F. HARDING'S 
SUBDIVISION, SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 6 BEING ALSO THE SOUTfi LINE OF 
THE ALLEY SOUTH OF CIDCAGO A VENUE, TO THE WEST LINE OF LOTS 6 
THROUGH 24, BOTH INCLUSIVE, IN SAID SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 4 IN F. 
HARDING'S SUBDIVISION, SAID WEST LINE OF LOTS 6 THROUGH 24, 
INCLUSIVE, BEING ALSO THE EAST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST OF NORTH 
PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST 
OF NORTH PULASKI ROAD TO THE EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE NORTH 
LINE OF LOTS l THROUGH 5, INCLUSIVE, IN THE SUBDIVISION OF LOTS 25 
TO 29, INCLUSIVE, OF BLOCK 4 OF F. HARDING'S SUBDIVISION, SAID NORTH 
LINE OF LOTS 25 TO 29, INCLUSIVE, BEING ALSO THE SOUTH LfNE OF THE 
ALLEY NORTH OF WEST HURON STREET; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID EASTERLY EXTENSION AND THE 
SOUTII LINE OF THE ALLEY NORTH OF WEST HURON STREET TO THE EAST 
LINE OF NORTH PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH PULASKI 
ROAD TO THE NORTH LINE OF WEST HURON STREET; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF WEST HURON 
STREET TO THE EAST LINE OF NORTH HARDING A VENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH HARDING 
A VENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 46 IN BLOCK 6 IN FITCH'S 
SUBDIVISION OF BLOCKS 5, 6 AND 11 OF F. HARDING'S SUBDIVISION, IN 
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THE WEST HALF OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 11, TOWNSHIP 
39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN; 

· THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 46 IN BLOCK 6 
IN FITCH'S SUBDIVISION AND THE EASTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE 
WEST LINE OF LOTS 1 THROUGH 24, INCLUSIVE. IN SAID BLOCK 6 IN 
FITCH'S SUBDIVISION, SAID WEST LINE OF LOTS 1 THROUGH 24, 
INCLUSIVE, BEING ALSO THE EAST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST OF NORTH 
HARDING AVENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST 
OF NORTH HARDING AVENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF WEST OHIO STREET; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID SOl.ITH LINE OF WEST OHIO 
STREET TO THE WEST LINE OF NORTH HARDING AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF NORTH HARDING 
AVENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF WEST ERIE STREET; 

THENCE WEST .ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF WEST ERIE 
STREET TO THE EAST LINE OF NORTH PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH PULASKI 
ROAD TO THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 42 IN THE SUBDMSION OF BLOCK 12 OF 
F. HARDING'S SUBDIVISION, IN THE WEST HALF OF THE NORTHWEST 
QUARTER OF SECTION 11, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE 
THIRD PRlNCIPAL MERIDIAN; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 42 IN THE 
SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 12 OF F. HARDING'S SUBDIVISION AND THE 
EASTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE WEST LINE OF LOTS 1 THROUGH 
14, INCLUSIVE, IN SAID SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 12 OF F. HARDING'S 
SUBDIVISION, SAID WEST LINE OF LOTS 1 THROUGH 14, INCLUSIVE, BEING 
ALSO THE EAST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST OF PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST 
OF PULASKI ROAD TO THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 14 IN SAID SUBDMSION OF 
BLOCK 12 OF F. HARDING'S SUBDIVISION; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 14 IN SAID 
SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 12 OF F. HARDING'S SUBDIVISION AND THE 
EASTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE EAST L1NE OF HARDING AVENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF HARDING AVENUE 
TO THE EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 4 IN THE 
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' 
SUBDIVISION OF THE EAST HALF OF BLOCK 13 IN F. HARDING'S 
SUBDIVISION, IN THE WEST HALF OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF 
SECTION ll, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD 
PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID THE EASTERLY EXTENSION AND 
THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 4 IN THE SUBDIVISION OF THE EAST HALF OF 
BLOCK 13 IN F. HARDING'S SUBDIVISION TO THE WEST LINE OF LOTS 1 
THROUGH 24, INCLUSIVE, IN SAID SUBDIVISION OF THE EAST HALF OF 
BLOCK 13 1N F. HARDING'S SUBDIVISION, SAID WEST LINE OF LOTS 1 
THROUGH 24, INCLUSIVE, BEING ALSO THE EAST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST 
OF NORTH PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST 
OF NORTH PULASKI ROAD TO THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 15 IN SAID 
SUBDIVISION OF THE EAST HALF OF BLOCK 13 IN F. HARDING'S 
SUBDIVISION; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 15 IN SAID 
SUBDIVISION OF THE EAST HALF OF BLOCK 13 IN F. HARDING'S 
SUBDIVISION AND THE EASTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE EAST 
LINE OF NORTH HARDING AVENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH HARDING 
AVENUE TO THE NORTH LINE OF THE RIGHT OF WAY OF THE CHICAGO 
AND NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF THE RIGHT OF 
WAY OF THE CHICAGO AND NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD TO THE EAST 
LINE OF NORTH PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST Lll\TE OF NORTH PULASKI 
ROAD TO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE RIGHT OF WAY OF SAID CHICAGO AND 
NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF THE RIGHT OF 
WAY OF SAID CHICAGO AND NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD TO THE EAST 
LINE OF NORTH AVERS A VENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH AVERS 
A VENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 27 IN LAKE STREET & CENTRAL PARK 
SUBDIVISION OF PART OF THE WEST HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER 
OF SECTION 11, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD 
PRJNCIP AL MERIDIAN, SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 27 BEING ALSO THE 
NORTH LINE OF THE ALLEY NORTH OF LAKE STREET; 
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THENCE EAST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF THE ALLEY 
·NORTH OF LAKE STREET AND THE EAS1ERL Y EXTENSION THEREOF TO 
THE WEST LINE OF LOT 13 IN SAID LAKE STREET & CENTRAL PARK 
SUBDIVISION, SAID WEST LINE OF LOT 13 BEING ALSO THE EAST LINE OF 
THE ALLEY WEST OF NORTH HAMLIN AVENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID BAST LINE OF THE ALLEY WEST 
OFNORTHHAMLIN AVENUE TO THE NORTH LINE OF WEST LAKE STREET; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF WEST LAKE 
STREET TO THE EAST LINE OF NORTII HAMLIN AVE.; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH HAMLIN 
A VENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE CHICAGO & NORTHWESTERN 
RAILROAD COMPANY RlGHT OF WAY IN THE EAST HALF OF THE 
SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 11, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 
BAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF THE CHICAGO & 
NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY RlGHT OF WAY TO THE WEST LINE 
OF VACATED NORTH CENTRAL PARK A VENUE, SAID WEST LINE OF 
VACATED NORTH CENTRAL PARK A VENUE BEING A LINE 10 FEET WEST OF 
AND PARALLEL WITH THE WEST LINE OF THE WEST HALF OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 11, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 
EAST OF THE TfllRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF VACATED NORTH 
CENTRAL PARK AVENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF VACATED CENTRAL 
PARK AVENUE} SAID SOUTH LINE OF VACATED CENTRAL PARK AVENUE 
BEING A LINE 86 FEET SOUTH OF AND PARALLEL WITH THE SOUTH LINE 
OF THE CHICAGO & NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY RIGHT OF 
WAY; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF VACATED CENTRAL 
PARK A VENUE TO THE EAST LINE OF NORTH CENTRAL PARK AVENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH CENTRAL PARK 
AVENUE TO THE NORTH LINE OF WEST LAKE STREET; 

THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF WEST LAKE 
STREET TO THE WEST LINE OF NORTH KEDZIE AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF NORTH KEDZIE 
A VENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE CHICAGO & NORTHWESTERN 
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RAILROAD COMPANY RIGHT OF WAY IN THE EAST HALF OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 11, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 
EAST OF THE TIURD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF THE CIDCAGO & 
NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY RIGHT OF WAY TO THE EAST LINE 
OF THE EAST HALF OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 11, 
TOWNSIDP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCJP AL 
MERIDIAN; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF THE EAST HALF OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 11, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 
EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN TO THE NORTH LINE OF 
AFORESAID CIDCAGO & NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY RIGHT OF 
WAY; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF THE CHICAGO & 
NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY RIGHT OF WAY TO THE WEST LINE 
OF NORTH KEDZIE AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTII ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF NORTH K:EDZIE AVENUE 
TO THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF THECIDCAGO, MILWAUKEE, ST. PAUL & 
PACIFIC RAILROAD RIGHT OF WAY 1N THE EAST HALF OF THE SOUTHEAST 
QUARTER OF SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE 
THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN 

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF 
THE CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE; ST. PAUL & PACIFIC RAILROAD RIGHT OF 
WAY TO THE EAST LINE OF NORTH SPAULDING AVENUE;. 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH SPAULDING 
A VENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF WEST CHJCAGO AVENUE; 

1HENCE WEST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF WEST CHICAGO 
AVENUE TO THE SOUTHERLY EXTENSlON OF THE EAST LINE OF LOT 43 IN 
CHRISTIANA, A SUBDIVISION OF THE EAST HALF OF LOT 5 IN SuPERIOR 
COURT PARTITION OF THE EAST HALF OF SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, 
RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, SAID EAST LINE OF 
LOT 43 ThT CHRISTIANA BEING ALSO TilE WEST LINE OF NORTH 
CHRISTIANA AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY EXTENSION AND THE 
WEST LINE OF NORTH CHRlSTIANA AVENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 71 
1N SAID CHRISTIANA, A SUBDIVISION OF THE EAST HALF OF LOT 5 lN 
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SUPERIOR COURT PARTITION OF THE EAST HALF OF SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 
39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE TillRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 71 IN CHRISTIANA 
AND ALONG THE WESTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE EAST LINE OF 
LOT l9IN BLOCK 3 OF WILSON AND GOULD'S SUBDIVISION OF THE WEST 
HALF OF LOT 5 IN SUPERIOR COURT PARTITION OF THE EAST HALF OF 
SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE TIIIRD PRINCIPAL 
MERIDIAN, SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 19 BEING ALSO THE WEST LINE OF THE 
ALLEY WEST OF NORTH CHRISTIANA AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 19 IN BLOCK 3 OF 
WILSON AND GOULD'S SUBDIVISION TO THE NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT 19, 
SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 19 BEING ALSO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE ALLEY 
SOUTH OF WEST WALTON STREET; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF THE ALLEY SOUTH OF 
WEST WALTON STREET AND ALONG THE WESTERLY EXTENSION 
THEREOF TO THE EAST LINE OF LOTS 10 AND 11 IN SAID BLOCK 3 OF 
WILSON AND GOULD'S SUBDIVISION, SAID EAST UNE OF LOTS 10 AND 11 
BEING ALSO THE WEST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST OF NORTH HOMAN 
AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST OF 
NORTH HOMAN AVENUE TO THE SOUTR LINE OF WEST AUGUSTA 
BOULEVARD 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF WEST AUGUSTA 
BOULEY ARD TO THE WEST LINE OF NORTH TRUMBULL AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF NORTH TRUMBULL 
A VENUE TO THE WESTERLY EXTENSION OF THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 19 IN 
THE SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 1 IN DICKEY'S FOURTH ADDITION TO 
CIDCAGO, A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF THE NORTIIWEST QUARTER OF TirE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTII, RANGE 13 
EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCJPAL MERIDIAN, SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 19 
BEING ALSO THE NORTH LINE OF THE ALLEY NORTH OF WEST AUGUSTA 
BOULEVARD; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID WESTERLY EXTENSION AND THE SOUTH 
LINE OF LOT 19 IN THE SUBDNISION OF BLOCK 1 IN DICKEY'S FOURTH 
ADDITION TO ClllCAGO TO THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 19, SAID EAST LINE 
OF LOT 19 BEING ALSO THE WEST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST OF NORTH 
TRUMBULL AVENUE; 
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THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST OF 
NORTH TRUMBULL AVENUE TO THE NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF LOT 22 IN 
THE SUBDIVISION OF t3LOCK 1 IN DICKEY'S FOURTH ADDITION TO 
CHICAGO, SAID NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF LOT 22 BEING ALSO THE 
SOUTIIWESTERL Y LINE OF 'IHE ALLEY EAST OF NORTH TRUMBULL 
AVENUE~ 

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID SOUfHWESTERL Y LINE OF 
THE ALLEY EAST OF NORTH TRUMBULL AVENUE TO TilE NORTH LINE OF 
LOT 23 IN SAID SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 1 IN DICKEY'S FOURTH ADDITION 
TO CHICAGO, SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 23 BEING ALSO THE SOUTH LINE 
OF A PUBLIC ALLEY; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 23 IN THE 
SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 1 IN DICKEY'S FOURTH ADDITION TO CHICAGO 
AND ALONG THE WESTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE WEST LINE OF 
NORTH TRUMButL A VENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF NORTH TRUMBULL 
AVENUE TO THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF WEST GRAND A VENUE; 

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF 
WEST GRAND AVENUE TO THE SOUTH LINE OF WEST THOMAS STREET; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF WEST THOMAS STREET 
TO THE SOUTHERLY EXTENSION OF THE EAST LINE OF LOT 5 IN CHARLES 
H. KUSEL'S SUBDIVISION OF PART OF TilE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF THE 
SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 
EAST OF THE THIRD PRlNCIPAL MERIDIAN, SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 5 
BEING ALSO THE WEST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST OF NORTH CENTRAL 
PARK AVENUE; 

T}IENCE NORTH ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY EXTENSION AND TilE 
WEST LINE OF THE ALLEY EAST OF NORTH CENTRAL PARK AVENUE TO 
THE SOUTI{ LINE OF LOT 10 IN SAID CHARLES H. KUSEL'S SUBDIVISION; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 10 IN CHARLES H. 
KUSEL'S SUBDIVISION AND ALONG THE WESTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF 
TO THE WEST LINE OF NORTH CENTRAL PARK A VENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF NORTH CENTRAL PARK 
AVENUE TO THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 16 IN BLOCK 1 OF TREAT'S 
SUBDIVISION OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHWEST 
QUARTER OF SECTION 2. TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE 
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THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 16 BEING ALSO 
THE SOUTH UNE OF THE ALLEY SOUTH OF WEST GRAND AVENUE; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID NORTH UNE OF LOT 16 IN BLOCK 1 OF 
TREAT'S SUBDIVISION TO THE WEST UNE OF SAID LOT 16; SAID WEST LINE 
OF LOT 16 BEING ALSO THE EAST LINE OF TilE ALLEY WEST OF NORTH 
CENTRAL PARK A VENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF LOT 16 TO THE 
EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 42 IN SAID BLOCK I OF 
1REAT'S SUBDIVISION; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID EASTERLY EXTENSION AND THE SOUTH 
LINE OF LOT 42 IN BLOCK 1 OF TREAT'S SUBDIVISION AND ALONG THE 
WESTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE WEST LINE OF NORTH 
MONTICELLO A VENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF NORTH MONTICELLO 
A VENUE TO THE SOUTII LINE OF WEST DNISION STREET; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF WEST DIVISION STREET 
TO A LINE PERPENDICULAR TO THE SOUTH LINE OF WEST DIVISION 
STREET, SAID PERPENDICULAR LINE HAVING A SOUTHERLY TERMINUS ON 
THE SOUTH LINE OF WEST DIVISION STREET AND A NORTHERLY 
TERMINUS AT THE POINT OF INTERSECTION OF THE NORTH LINE OF WEST 
DIVISION STREET W1TH THE NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF LOT 46 IN BLOCK 15 
OF BEEBE'S SUBDIVISION OF THE EAST HALF OF THE NORTHWEST 
QUARTER OF SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH~ RANGE 13 EAST OF THE 
THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN (EXCEPT 5 ACRES 1N THE NORTHEAST 
QUARTER THEREOF), SAID NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF LOT 46 BEING ALSO 
THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF THE ALLEY SOUTHWEST OF WEST GRAND 
AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID PERPENDICULAR LINE TO SAID POINT 
OF INTERSECTION OF THE NORTH LINE OF WEST DIVISION STREET W1TH 
THE SOUUIWESTERLY LINE OF THE ALLEY SOUTHWEST OF WEST GRAND 
AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF 
THE ALLEY SOUTHWEST OF WEST GRAND AVENUE TO THE EAST LINE OF 
NORTH HAMLIN A VENUE; 

THENCE NORTH. ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH HAMLIN 
AVENUE TO THE EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 12 IN 
BLOCK 6 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION IN THE WEST HALF OF THE 
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NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 2~ TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 
EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID EASTERLY EXTENSION AND THE NORTII 
LINE OF LOT 12 IN BLOCK 6 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDNISION AND 
ALONG THE WESTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE EAST LINE OF LOT 43 
IN SAID BLOCK 6 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 43 1N SAID BWCK 6 
IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION TO TilE NORTHEASTERLY LINE 
THEREOF; 

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF 
LOT 43 AND ALONG THE NORTHEASTERLY LlNE OF LOT 44 IN SAID BLOCK 
6 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION AND ALONG THE NORTHWESTERLY 
EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE WEST LINE OF AVERS AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST L1NE OF AVERS AVENUE TO THE 
NORTH LINE OF LOT 12 IN BLOCK 5 IN SAID THOMAS J. DIVEN'S 
SUBDMSION; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 12 IN BLOCK 5 lN 
THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION AND ALONG THE WESTERLY EXTENSION 
THEREOF TO THE EAST LINE OF LOT 57 IN SAID BLOCK S IN THOMAS J. 
DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 57 IN SAID BLOCK 5 
IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDMSION TO THE NORTHEASTERLY UNE 
THEREOF; 

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF 
WT 57 IN SAID BLOCK 5 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION AND ALONG 
THE NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF LOT 58 1N SAlD BLOCK 5 AND ALONG THE 
NORTHWESTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE WEST LINE OF NORTH 
SPRINGFIELD AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF NORTH SPRINGFIELD 
AVENUE TO THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 4 IN THE RESUBDIVISION OF LOTS 12 
TO 16 IN BLOCK 1 JN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION; 

THENCE . WEST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 4 JN THE 
RESUBDIVISION OF LOTS 12 TO 16 IN BLOCK 1 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S 
SUBDIVISION AND ALONG THE WESTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE 
EAST LINE OF LOT 21 IN BLOCK 1 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION; 
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THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 21 AND ALONG THE 
EAST LINE OF LOT 22 1N BLOCK 1 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION TO 
'rHE NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 22; 

THENCE NORTBWESTERL Y ALONG SAID NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF 
LOT 22 1N BLOCK 1 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDNISION AND ALONG THE 
NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF LOT 23 lN SAID BLOCK 1 AND ALONG THE 
NORTHWESTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE WEST LINE OF HARDING 
AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF HARDING A VENUE TO 
THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 1 IN THE RESUBDIVISION OF LOTS 12 TO 15 .ThT 
BLOCK 2 IN THOMAS J. DNEN' S SUBDIVISION; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 1 IN THE 
RESUBDIVISION OF LOTS 12 TO 15 lN BLOCK 2 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S 
SUBDIVISION AND ALONG THE WESTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE 
EAST LINE OF LOT 35 IN BLOCK 2 JN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 35 AND ALONG THE 
EAST LINE OF LOT 36 IN BLOCK 2 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION TO 
THE NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 36; 

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF 
LOT 36 IN BLOCK 2 IN THOMAS J. DIVEN'S SUBDIVISION AND ALONG TiiE 
NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF LOT 37 IN SAID BLOCK 2 TO THE EAST LINE OF 
NORTH PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF PULASKI ROAD TO THE 
EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE SOUTH LINE Of WEST KAMERLING 
AVENUE; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID EASTERLY EXTENSION AND THE SOUTH 
LINE OF WEST K.AMERLING AVENUE TO THE EAST LINE OF LOT 11 IN 
BLOCK 4 OF DAMAREST AND KAMERLING'S GRAND AVENUE SUBDMSION 
OF THE NORTH HALF OF THE SOU1HEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST 
QUARTER OF SECTION 3, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE 
THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 11 BEJNG ALSO THE 
WEST LINE OF THE ALLEY WEST OF NORTH PULASKI ROAD; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF THE ALLEY WEST OF 
NOR1H PULASKI ROAD AND ALONG THE SOUTHERLY EXTENSION 
THEREOF TO THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 30 IN SOLOMON BOEHM'S 
RESUBDIVISION OF LOTS 1 TO 43, BOTH INCLUSIVE, IN BLOCK 1 OF 
STRAYHORN'S SUBDMSION OF THE SOUTH HALF OF THE SOUTHEAST 

Chicago Guarantee Survey Co. 
601 S. La Salle St., Ste. 400, Chicago, Ill., 6060,5 
Ordered by: P. G. A. V. 
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QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 3, TOWNSIDP 39 
NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN. SAID NORTH 
LINE OF LOT 30 BEING ALSO 1HE SOUTH LINE OF THE ALLEY SOUTH OF 
WEST POTOMAC AVENUE; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 30 IN SOLOMON 
BOEHM'S RESUBDIVISION TO THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 30; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF LOT 30 IN SOLOMON 
BOEHM'S RESUBDMSIONTO THE NORTH LJNE OF WEST CRYSTAL STREET; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID NORTH LJNE OF WEST CRYSTAL STREET 
TO THE NORTHERLY EXTENSION OF THE EAST LINE OF LOT 4 IN THE 
RESUBDIVISION OF LOTS 1 TO 10, BOTH INCLUSIVE, IN BLOCK 4 OF 
STRAYHORN'S SUBDIVISION OF THE SOUTH HALF OF THE SOUTHEAST 
QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTI.ON 3, TOWNSHIP 39 
NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID NORTHERLY EXTENSION AND THE 
EAST LINE OF LOT 4 IN THE RESUBDIVISION OF LOTS 1 TO 10, BOTII 
INCLUSIVE, IN BLOCK 4 OF STRAYHORN'S SUBDIVISION TO THE SOUTH 
LINE OF SAID LOT 4, SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 4 BEING ALSO THE NORTH 
LINE OF THE ALLEY NORTH OF WEST DIVISION STREET; 

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE OF THE ALLEY NORTH OF 
WEST DIVISION STREET TO THE EAST LINE OF NORTH KOSTNER AVENUE; 

THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH KOS1NER 
AVENUE TO THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 20 IN BLOCK 1 OF CASTLE'S 
SUBDIVISION OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST 
QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 3, TOWNSHIP 39 
NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, SAID NORTH 
LINE OF LOT 3 BEING ALSO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE ALLEY SOUTH OF 
WEST DIVISION STREET; 

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF THE ALLEY SOUTH OF 
WEST DIVISION STREET AND ALONG THE EASTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF 
TO Tiffi EAST LINE OF NORTH KEELER AVENUE; 

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE OF NORTH KEELER AVENUE 
TO THE POINT OF BEGINNJNG AT THE SOUTH LINE OF WEST DIVISION 
STREET; 

ALL IN THE CITY OF CHICAGO, COOK COUNfY, ILLINOIS. 

Chicago Guarantee Survey Co. 
60 l S. La Salle St., Ste. 400, Chicago, Ill., 60605 
Ordered by: P. G. A. V. 
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Exhibit A 
Boundary Map of TIF Area 
Chicago I Central Park Redevelopment Area 
City of Chicago, Illinois 
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Attachment B 

CERTIFICATION 

TO: 

Judy Baar Topinka 
Comptroller of the State of Illinois 
James R. Thompson Center 
100 West Randolph Street, Suite 15-500 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 
Attention: June Canello, Director of Local 
Government 

James R. Dempsey, Controller 
City Colleges of Chicago 
226 West Jackson Boulevard, Room 1125 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 

Herman Brewer 
Director 
Cook County Bureau of Planning & Dev. 
69 West Washington Street, Suite 2900 
Chicago, Illinois 60602 

Lawrence Wilson, Comptroller 
Forest Preserve District of Cook County 
69 W. Washington Street, Suite 2060 
Chicago, IL 60602 

Jean-Claude Brizard 
Chief Executive Officer 
Chicago Board of Education 
125 South Clark Street, 5th Floor 
Chicago, Illinois 60603 

Jacqueline Torres, Director of Finance 
Metropolitan Water Reclamation District of 
Greater Chicago 
100 East Erie Street, Room 2429 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Douglas Wright 
South Cook County Mosquito Abatement 
District 
155th & Dixie Highway 
P.O. Box 1030 
Harvey, Illinois 60426 

Michael P. Kelly, General Superintendent & 
CEO 
Chicago Park District 
541 North Fairbanks 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

I, Rahm Emanuel, in connection with the mmual repmi (the "Report") of information 
required by Section 11-74.4-5( d) of the Tax Increment Allocation Redevelopment Act, 65 
ILCSS/11-74.4-1 et seq, (the "Act") with regard to the Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment 
Project Area (the "Redevelopment Project Area"), do hereby certify as follows: 



Attachment B 

1. I am the duly qualified and acting Mayor of the City of Chicago, Illinois (the "City") 
and, as such, I am the City's Chief Executive Officer. This Certification is being given by me in 
such capacity. 

2. During the preceding fiscal year of the City, being January 1 through December 31, 
2011, the City complied, in all material respects, with the requirements ofthe Law, as applicable 
from time to time, regarding the Redevelopment Project Area. 

3. In giving this Certification, I have relied on the opinion of the Corporation Cotmsel of 
the City fumished in connection with the Report. 

4. This Certification may be relied upon only by the addressees hereof. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto affixed my official signature as of this 29th 
day of June, 2012. 

~ E,.,.,._.j~ s~ 
Rahm Emanuel, Mayor . 
City of Chicago, Illinois 



June 29, 2012 

DEPARTMENT OF LAW 

CITY OF CHICAGO Attachment C 

Judy Baar Topinka 
Comptroller ofthe State of Illinois 
James R. Thompson Center 
100 West Randolph Street, Suite 15-500 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 
Attention: June Canello, Director of Local 
Government 

James R. Dempsey, Controller 
City Colleges of Chicago 
226 West Jackson Boulevard, Room 1125 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 

Herman Brewer 
Director 
Cook County Bureau of Planning & Dev. 
69 West Washington Street, Suite 2900 
Chicago, Illinois 60602 

Lawrence Wilson, Comptroller 
Forest Preserve District of Cook County 
69 W. Washington Street, Suite 2060 
Chicago, IL 60602 

Re: Chicago/Central Park 

Jean-Claude Brizard 
ChiefExecutive Officer 
Chicago Board of Education 
125 South Clark Street, 5th Floor 
Chicago, Illinois 60603 

Jacqueline Torres, Director of Finance 
Metropolitan Water Reclamation District 
of Greater Chicago 
100 East Erie Street, Room 2429 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Douglas Wright 
South Cook County Mosquito Abatement 
District 
155th & Dixie Highway 
P.O. Box 1030 
Harvey, Illinois 60426 

Michael P. Kelly, General Superintendent 
&CEO 
Chicago Park District 
541 North Fairbanks 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Redevelopment Project Area (the "Redevelopment Project 
Area") 

Dear Addressees: 

I am the Corporation Counsel of the City of Chicago, Illinois (the "City") and, 
in such capacity, I am the head of the City's Law Department. In such capacity, I am 
providing the opinion required by Section 11-74.4-5(d)(4) of the Tax Increment 
Allocation Redevelopment Act, 65 ILCS 5/11-74.4-1 et ~· (the "Act"), in connection 
with the submission of the report (the "Report") in accordance with, and containing 
the information required by, Section 11-74.4-5(d) of the Act for the Redevelopment 
Project Area. 

121 NORTH LASALLE STREET, ROOM 600, CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60602 



Opinion of Counsel for 2011 Annual Repmi 
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Attachment C 

June 29, 2012 

Attorneys, past and present, in the Law Department of the City and familiar with the 
requirements of the Act, have had general involvement in the proceedings affecting the Redevelopment 
Project Area, including the preparation of ordinances adopted by the City Council of the City with 
respect to the following matters: approval of the redevelopment plan and project for the Redevelopment 
Project Area, designation of the Redevelopment Project Area as a redevelopment project area, and 
adoption of tax increment allocation financing for the Redevelopment Project Area, all in accordance 
with the then applicable provisions of the Act. Various departments of the City, including, if applicable, 
the Law Department, Department of Housing and Economic Development, Department of Finance and 
Office of Budget and Management (collectively, the "City Departments"), have personnel responsible for 
and familiar with the activities in the Redevelopment Project Area affecting such Department(s) and with 
the requirements of the Act in connection therewith. Such personnel are encouraged to seek and obtain, 
and do seek and obtain, the legal guidance of the Law Department with respect to issues that may arise 
from time to time regarding the requirements of, and compliance with, the Act. 

In my capacity as Corporation Counsel, I have relied on the general knowledge and actions of the 
appropriately designated and trained staff of the Law Department and other applicable City Departments 
involved with the activities affecting the Redevelopment Project Area. In addition, I have caused to be 
examined or reviewed by members of the Law Department of the City the certified audit repmi, to the 
extent required to be obtained by Section ll-74.4-5(d)(9) of the Act and submitted as part ofthe Report, 
which is required to review compliance with the Act in certain respects, to determine if such audit repmi 
contains information that might affectmy opinion. I have also caused to be examined or reviewed such 
other documents and records as were deemed necessary to enable me to render this opinion. Nothing has 
come to my attention that would result in my need to qualifY the opinion hereinafter expressed, subject to 
the limitations hereinafter set forth, unless and except to the extent set forth in an Exception Schedule 
attached hereto as Schedule 1. 

Based on the foregoing, I am of the opinion that, in all material respects, the City is in 
compliance with the provisions and requirements of the Act in effect and then applicable at the time 
actions were taken from time to time with respect to the Redevelopment Project Area. 

This opinion is given in an official capacity and not personally and no personal liability shall 
derive herefrom. Furthennore, the only opinion that is expressed is the opinion specifically set forth 
herein, and no opinion is implied or should be inferred as to any other matter. Fmiher, this opinion may 
be relied upon only by the addressees hereof and the Mayor of the City in providing his required 
certification in connection with the Repmi, and not by any other pmiy. 

Very mly yours£ 

Stephen R. Patton 
Corporation Counsel 



(X) No Exceptions 

SCHEDULE 1 

(Exception Schedule) 

( ) Note the following Exceptions: 



ATTACHMENTS D, E and F 

ATTACHMENT D 

Activities Statement 

Projects that were implemented during the preceding fiscal year, if any, are set forth below: 

None 

Redevelopment activities undertaken within this Project Area during the preceding fiscal year, if any, have been made 
pursuant to: (i) the Redevlopment Plan for the Project Area, and (ii) any Redevelopment Agreements affecting the Project 
Area, and are set forth in Section 3 herein by TIF-eligible expenditure category. 

ATTACHMENT E 

Agreements 

Agreements entered into concerning the disposition or redevelopment of property within the Project Area during the preceding 
fiscal year, if any, are attached hereto. 

reement with Cit Address 
3834 W. Chica o Avenue 

ATTACHMENT F 

Additional Information 

The amounts shown elsewhere in this report, including those shown in Section 3 herein, have been used to pay for project 
cost within the Project Area and for debt service (if applicable), all in furtherance of the objectives of.the Redevelopment 
Plan for the Project Area. 

FY 2011 TIF Name: Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Project Area 



CITY OF CHICAGO 
JOINT REVIEW BOARD 

ORIGINAL 
Report of proceedings of a hearing 

before the City of Chicago, Joint Review 

Board held on March 4, 2011, at 10:00 a.m. 

City Hall, 121 N. LaSalle Street, Room 1006, 

Chicago, Illinois, and presided over by 

Ms. Dorothy Carroll. 

PRESENT: 

ATTACHMENT H 

MS. DOROTHY CARROLL I Chairperson 
MS. GLORIA PERALTA 
MS. SUSAN MAREK 
MR. DARRYL HOLMES 
MS. JESSICA AKEY 
MS. LO!S CRAWFORD 

ALSO PRESENT: 

MR. MICHAEL D. HEMMER 
MR. JOHN W. BRANCAGLIONE 
MR. V. MISHAUNE SAWYER 
MR. CHIP HASTINGS 

LeGRAND REPORTING & VIDEO SERVICES 
Chicago & Roselle, Illinois - Miami & Orlando, Florida 
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1 MS. CARROLL: Good morning. My name is 

2 Dorothy Carroll, and I'm the representative of the 

3 Chicago Park District, which under Section 11-74.4-5 of 

4 the Tax Increment Allocation Redevelopment Act, as one 

5 of the statutorily designated members of the Joint 

6 Review Board. Until election of a Chairperson, I will 

7 moderate this Joint Review Board meeting. 

8 For the record, this will be a meeting to 

9 review the Proposed Amendment Number 2 1 to the 

10 Chicago/Central Park Tax Increment Financing District. 

11 The date of this meeting was announced at and set by the 

12 Community Development Commission of the City of Chicago, 

13 at its meeting of February 8th, 2011. Notice of this 

14 meeting of the Joint Review Board was also provided by 

15 certified mail. 

16 Each taxing district represented on the 

17 Board which includes the Chicago Board of Education, the 

18 Chicago Community Colleges District 508, the Chicago 

19 Park District, County, City of Chicago. Public notice 

20 of this meeting was also posted as of Wednesday, March 

21 2nd, 2011, in various locations throughout City Hall. 

22 When a proposed redevelopment plan would 

23 result in displacement of residents from ten or more 

LeGRAND REPORTING & VIDEO SERVICES 
Chicago & Roselle, Illinois - Miami & Orlando, Florida 

630-894-9389 1-800-219-1212 
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1 inhabited residential units, or would include 75 or more 

2 inhabited residential units, the TIF Act requires that 

3 the public member of the Joint Review Board must reside 

4 in the proposed redevelopment project area. 

5 In addition, if a municipality's housing 

6 impact study determines that the majority of the 

7 residential units in a proposed redevelopment project 

8 area are occupied by very low, low or moderate income 

9 households, as defined in Section 3 of the Illinois 

10 Affordable Housing Act, the public member must be a 

11 person who resides in a very low, low or moderate income 

12 housing 1 with the proposed redevelopment project area. 

13 With us today is Lois Crawford. Are you 

14 familiar with the boundaries of the Chicago/Central Park 

15 Tax Increment Financing Redevelopment Project Area? 

16 MS. CRAWFORD: Yes. 

17 MS. CARROLL: What is the address of your 

18 primary residence? 

19 MS. CRAWFORD: 850 North Lawndale. 

20 MS. CARROLL: And is such address within the 

21 boundaries of the Chicago/Central Park Tax Increment 

22 Financing Redevelopment Project Area? 

23 MS. CRAWFORD: Yes. 

LeGRAND REPORTING & VIDEO SERVICES 
Chicago & Roselle, Illinois - Miami & Orlando, Florida 

630-894-9389 1-800-219-1212 
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1 MS. CARROLL: Have you provided 

2 representatives of the City of Chicago's Department of 

3 Housing and Economic Development with accurate 

4 information concerning your income, and the income of 

5 any other members of the household residing at such an 

6 address? 

7 MS. CRAWFORD: Yes. 

8 MS. CARROLL: Ms. Crawford, are you willing to 

9 serve as the public member for the Joint Review Board 

10 for the Chicago/Central Park Tax Increment Financing 

11 Redevelopment Project Area? 

12 MS. CRAWFORD: Yes. 

13 MS. CARROLL: I will entertain a motion that 

14 Lois Crawford be selected as a public member. Is there 

15 a motion? 

16 MR. HOLMES: So moved. 

17 MS. CARROLL: Is there a second? 

18 MS. MAREK: Second. 

19 MS. CARROLL: All in favor, vote by saying 

20 aye. 

21 (Chorus of ayes.) 

22 MS. CARROLL: All opposed by saying no. Let 

23 the record reflect that Lois Crawford has been selected 

LeGRAND REPORTING & VIDEO SERVICES 
Chicago & Roselle, Illinois - Miami & Orlando, Florida 
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1 as the public member for the Chicago/Central Park Tax 

2 Increment Financing Redevelopment Project Area. 

3 Our next order of business is to select a 

4 Chairperson for this Joint Review Board. Are there any 

5 nominations? 

6 MS. MAREK: I'll nominate Dorothy Carroll. 

7 MR. HOLMES: Second. 

8 MS. CARROLL: Thank you. All in favor of the 

9 nomination, please vote by saying aye. 

10 (Chorus of ayes.) 

11 MS. CARROLL: Opposed, no. Let the record 

12 reflect that Dorothy Carroll has been elected as 

13 Chairperson, and will now serve as the Chairperson for 

14 the remainder of the meeting. 

15 At this time, is there a motion to take a 

16 roll call of members present? 

17 MR. HOLMES: So moved. 

18 MS. MAREK: Second. 

19 MS. CARROLL: All right. Dorothy Carroll, 

20 Chicago Park District. 

21 

22 

23 

MS. AKEY: Jessica Akey, City Colleges. 

MR. HOLMES: Darryl Holmes, Cook County. 

MS. CRAWFORD: Lois Crawford, Public member. 

LeGRAND REPORTING & VIDEO SERVICES 
Chicago & Roselle, Illinois - Miami & Orlando; Florida 
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1 MS. MAREK: Susan Marek, Board of Education. 

2 MS. PERALTA: Gloria Peralta, City of Chicago. 

3 MS. CARROLL: Thank you. As I mentioned at 

4 this meeting, we will be reviewing a plan for the 

5 Chicago/Central Park TIF, District Amendment Number 2 

6 proposed by the City of Chicago. Staff of the City's 

7 Department of Housing and Economic Development and Law, 

8 and other departments have reviewed this plan amendment, 

9 which was introduced to the City Community Development 

10 Commission on February 8th, 2011. 

11 We will listen to a presentation by the 

12 consultant on the plan. Following the presentation, we 

13 can address any questions that the members might have 

14 for the consultant or City staff. 

15 An amendment to the TIF Act requires us 

16 to base our recommendation to approve or disapprove the 

17 proposed Chicago/Central Park TIF District Amendment 

18 Number 2 on the basis of the area and the plan, 

19 satisfying plan requirements the eligibility criteria 

20 defined in the TIF Act and objectives of the TIF Act. 

21 If the Board approves the plan, the Board 

22 will then issue an advisory non-binding recommendation, 

23 by the vote of the majority of all those members present 

LeGRAND REPORTING & VIDEO SERVICES 
Chicago & Roselle, Illinois - Miami & Orlando, Florida 
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1 and voting. Such recommendation shall be submitted to 

2 the City within 30 days after the Board meeting. 

3 Failure to submit such recommendation shall be deemed to 

4 constitute approval by the Board. 

5 If the Board disapproves the plan 

6 amendment, the Board must issue a written report 

7 describing why the plan and area failed to meet one or 

8 more of the objectives of the TIF Act, and both the plan 

9 requirements and eligibility criteria of the TIF Act. 

10 The City will then have 30 days to resubmit a revised 

11 plan. 

12 The Board and the City must also confer 

13 during this time, to try to resolve the issues that led 

14 to the Board's disapproval. If such issues cannot be 

15 resolved, or if their revised plan is disapproved, the 

16 City may proceed with the plan, but the plan can be 

17 approved only with a three-fifths vote of the City 

18 Council, excluding positions of members that are vacant, 

19 and those members that are ineligible to vote because of 

20 conflicts of interest. 

21 At this time, we are going to have a 

22 presentation by PGAV Planners. 

23 MR. HEMMER: I'm Mike Hemmer with PGAV 

LeGRAND REPORTING & VIDEO SERVICES 
Chicago & Roselle, Illinois - Miami & Orlando, Florida 
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1 Planners. Thank you for having us here today. I also 

2 have with me John Brancaglione, of PGAV Planners, and 

3 Mishaune Sawyer from Ernest R. Sawyer Enterprises. 

4 We have the Revision Number 2, to the 

5 Chicago/Central Park Tax Increment Financing Plan, 

6 revision dated, the draft that you received, should have 

7 been January 21st, 2011. 

8 Just briefly to go through the changes 

9 that occurred in the plan, that we are proposing. Page 

10 11 has an introduction, additional added onto the plan, 

11 because we wanted to point out that this is a revision, 

12 and the eligibility study and the housing impact study, 

13 are not being amended at this time. The only thing, 

14 strictly a budgetary change and revision to this plan. 

15 There are other minor wording changes, as 

16 you go through. I don 1 t know what detail you 1 d like me 

17 to go into for this. I don 1 t think I need every if, 

18 and, and but to be adjusted. But, the next major change 

19 would be on probably Page 1-5, during the Plans and 

20 Goals, there was some wording to add, address the 

21 blighting conditions present in the area, and then add 

22 development between new commercial opportunities, 

23 wording that has been in recent revisions, so we felt 

LeGRAND REPORTING & VIDEO SERVICES 
Chicago & Roselle, Illinois - Miami & Orlando, Florida 
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1 that --

2 MR. HOLMES: Madam Chair? 

3 MS. CARROLL: Yes. 

4 MR. HOLMES: I'd like to ask prior, did the 

5 action change at all? On 1-5 is has Plan Goals and 

6 Actions. 

7 MR. HEMMER: It should have been D and F, and 

8 that was it. The outline changed, but the actions did 

9 not. Page 1-6 is what it ended up being. Oh, I'm 

10 sorry, yeah, it was just reformatted, the actions was, 

11 and we numbered the goals and bulleted the actions. It 

12 was actually the other way in the original one, and we 

13 felt that, you know, just a simple change there. 

14 MR. HOLMES: So you expanded the goals, or the 

15 actions? 

16 MR. HEMMER: No, the actions were not, there 

17 was nothing added to the actions at all. There was a 

18 change in goals only, to include the wording limited 

19 blighting conditions, which was not in the original 

20 plan, which we felt strongly needed to be in the plan. 

21 But the actions have not changed. 

22 The next item down, the Redevelopment 

23 Plan and Project Costs obviously did change, because it 

LeGRAND REPORTING & VIDEO SERVICES 
Chicago & Roselle, Illinois - Miami & Orlando, Florida 
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1 was a budgetary amendment, and the amount went from 16 

2 million there to 73. 

3 MR. HOLMES: Restate that please? 

4 MR. HEMMER: It went from 16 million to 73 

5 million. 

6 MR. HOLMES: You'll explain that. 

7 MR. HEMMER: Due to budget. 

8 MR. HOLMES: You will explain that. 

9 MR. HEMMER: Well, yes, well, let's get to the 

10 budget, and the budget section, if that's all right, as 

11 we go through. 

12 There was a footnote added to the 

13 eligibility study, to make it clear, to point out as we 

14 went through the document, that this was not amending 

15 the eligibility study. Likewise, there was a footnote 

16 when we referenced, for the first time, the housing we 

17 passed on. 

18 Then, again, unless you have any 

19 questions, I would say, well, we did have, on Page 4-1, 

20 we had reference to the Humboldt Plan Exhibit, and I'd 

21 like to point out to you that, and that's where we 

22 replaced the paragraph regarding the Humboldt Plan, and 

23 the Humboldt Plan was also in the, as an Exhibit G, a 

LeGRAND REPORTING & VIDEO SERVICES 
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1 patch to the original plan. 

2 The Humboldt Plan was not a, is not 

3 required to be referenced, and is not required to be a 

4 TIF District. We felt it was okay to reference it in 

5 the text, but you didn't need it to demonstrate the 

6 impact on the surrounding TIF Districts. 

7 As it is, it was a plan that was, that we 

8 would be using some of the details and the goals from, 

9 but not statutorily required to review its impact. So, 

10 that was just stricken there, and the exhibit was 

11 changed as well. 

12 But again, I would say that then, after 

13 that, we get down to, unless anyone has any questions, 
I 

14 we get down to the budget itself. 

15 MS. PERALTA: Did you say Page 4-1 was 

16 removed? 

17 MR. HEMMER: No, no, Page 4-1 there was 

18 wording that changed from 

19 MS. PERALTA: I don't have Page 4-1. 

20 MR. HEMMER: You don't have Page 4-1? 

21 MS. PERALTA: Goes from 3-3 to 

22 MR. HOLMES: 4-1 is not here. 

23 MS. PERALTA: It goes from 3-3 to 4-2. 
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1 MR. HEMMER: Okay, I guess I'm not clear what 

2 happened. I have Page 4-1 in my copy that should have 

3 been sent. I don't know. Chip, I mean, do you have it? 

4 MR. HASTINGS: No, but we can certainly get 

5 you a replacement. Do you want to just run through what 

6 is on the, well, for the whole missing page? 

7 MR. HEMMER: Sure. it's the beginning of the 

8 page where it talks about the redevelopment goals and 

9 actions. It begins again talking about the Humboldt 

10 Plan in the Humboldt Park, and work that occurred with 

11 the Humboldt Plan. 

12 The text that I was referencing was the 

13 second paragraph where it said, the recommendations, it 

14 originally said, the recommendations in the Humboldt 

15 Plan were based on the analysis of the area by DPD 

16 staff, comments from the community, and review of City 

17 guidelines. 

18 The boundaries of the Humboldt Plan are 

19 provided in the Appendix as attachment to Exhibit G, 

20 adjacent redevelopment area, and the Humboldt Plan area 

21 generally covers both sides of Chicago Avenue street 

22 frontage, up to the alley from Kedzie Avenue to Pulaski 

23 Road on the west. 
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1 And again, that was to be changed, simply 

2 because it referenced an exhibit that was going away, 

3 the Union Exhibit G, the Humboldt Plan was removed to 

4 help out that exhibit. 

5 And then it goes into the goals for the 

6 Central/Chicago Park Redevelopment Area. I apologize 

7 you don't have that page. I sure don't know what 

8 happened. 

9 MR. HOLMES: Which page are we on? 

10 MR. HEMMER: 4-1. 

11 MR. HOLMES: Madam Chair, how does that 

12 reflect this procedure, in terms of adopting this 

13 amendment? 

14 MS. CARROLL: Well, let me ask you. Do you 

15 feel that you are uncomfortable moving forward without 

16 that page? 

17 MR. HOLMES: Because we can get a copyi I'm 

18 not sure what the consensus is, but yes, I am 

19 uncomfortable with that. 

20 MS. CARROLL: I am too. 

21 MS. WORTHY: Well, we can make it, oh, Joann 

22 Worthy, I'm the Joint Review Board Coordinator. We can 

23 make a copy of the book that he has, and then I can 
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1 check and make sure that the copies that we give out in 

2 the future do include that page. 

3 MR. HASTINGS: So essentially you'll have a 

4 replacement page in just a moment. 

5 MR. HOLMES: I think that will be sufficient 

6 for this action, to have that replacement page, so that 

7 members can, in fact, understand exactly the nature of 

8 the change visibly, if we 1 re going to have to adopt 

9 this. 

10 MR. HASTINGS: So, we'll have a replacement 

11 here to 

12 MR. HOLMES: Is that the only thing that's. 

13 missing? It goes from 3-3 to 4-1? 

14 MR. HEMMER: Did anyone notice any other 

15 pages? 

16 MR. HOLMES: No, you focused us on it, what we 

17 saw. 

18 MS. WORTHY: And on the next page, it says, 

19 this page is intentionally blank. 

20 MR. HASTINGS: Yeah, that was before 1-3. 

21 MR. BRANCAGLIONE: Madam Chairman, I'm John 

22 Brancaglione from the PGAV Planners. I think that Mike 

23 said it, but let's make sure you understand. The 
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1 Humboldt Plan is not a TIF plan. It is a plan that was 

2 adopted previous to this TIF, under the Urban Renewal 

3 Statutes of the state, that the City had done years ago. 

4 And so, some of those plans still exist. 

5 This happened to be one of them, but what the amendment 

6 simply tries to do is sort of divorce that relationship 

7 so that it's clear that the Humboldt area is not a TIF 

8 plan. 

9 MS. CARROLL: Which makes sense. 

10 MR. HOLMES: And 4-1 clarifies that. 

11 MR. BRANCAGLIONE: Right, yes, the change to 

12 it. 

13 MR. HOLMES: Okay. 

14 MR. HEMMER: Unless the members have any other 

15 questions, again, I would say the next main change in 

16 the plan, in the revision is the budget, found on Page 

17 6-1 of the plan. 

18 MR. HOLMES: 6-1. 

19 MR. HEMMER: I apologize, that's not right 

20 either. It's at 6-4, Table 6-1. Then again, the intent 

21 of the revision was to expand on the budget. I believe 

22 the base EAV in 2000 began at about 85 million, and with 

23 the $16,000,000 budget, I think, in 2002, the expenses 
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1 in there were already at the $16,000,000 mark. 

2 So; the intent was to make sure that 

3 there was an expanded budget there, in particular in the 

4 item of Public Works and Improvements, including 

5 streets, utilities, parks, open space, and public 

6 facilities such as schools. 

7 And we developed the budgetary amount by 

8 looking at the projections. The initial projections 

9 that occurred for the increment were rather low, and I 

10 think rather conservative, but they were also based on 

11 the way the assessor had been assessing the property in 

12 the area at that time, and that changed, that those 

13 assessment methods appeared to be changed drastically as 

14 we went on, and the increment increased for them 

15 exponentially. 

16 MR. HOLMES: Madam Chair, do I understand that 

17 Table 6-1 reflects the amended budget? 

18 MR. HEMMER: Correct. 

19 MR. HOLMES: Where is the original budget in 

20 this document, if it is present? 

21 MR. HEMMER: The original budget is not in the 

22 revision. 

23 MR. HOLMES: Okay. I'd like to know where the 
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1 expansions, what line items. 

2 MR. HEMMER: Sure. Item Number 1, increased 

3 from 750,000 to what you see there, 2,000,000. That was 

4 the Analysis, Administration, Studies, Surveys, Legal. 

5 Item Number 2 increased from 3,500,000 to 

6 5,500,000. That was Property Assembly. 

7 Item Number 3 increased from 4,000,000 to 

8 10,000,000. That was the Rehabilitation of Existing 

9 Buildings. 

10 Item Number 4 increased from 4,000,000 to 

11 the 50,665,000. 

12 MR. HOLMES: From 4,000,000? 

13 MR. HEMMER: Correct. 

14 MR. HOLMES: We're going to talk about that in 

15 a bit, right? 

16 MR. HEMMER: That was provided to allow for 

17 school, that was our directive to figure out a way to 

18 help public funding of the school, Public Improvements. 

19 Now, as far as what exactly, what projects are in mind 

20 for that, you'd have to look to Chip. 

21 MR. HOLMES: We're talking about a 46,000,000 

22 difference. 

23 MR. HASTINGS: Keep in mind that the budget in 
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1 the TIF plan is movable. The line items are statutory. 

2 Movement between the line items is perfectly allowable. 

3 The total, the reason we're here and the reason we're 

4 amending the plan is to amend the total budget, which is 

5 the 73,000,000. 

6 MR. HOLMES: And the original budget was 

7 MR. HASTINGS: These are all projections over 

8 a 20 year goal, well it's not at 18 years -- anticipated 

9 costs. But whether it's $50,000,000 for Public Works 

10 and Improvements, or $46,000,000 is completely 

11 subjctived. We're not tied in any way to funding 

12 $50,000,000 of projects. That number is, it could be 

13 46,000 1 000, it could be 54, this is --

14 MR. HOLMES: For that line item, I understand. 

15 But, we're talking about an increase from 16,000,000 to 

16 73,000,000? 

17 MR. HASTINGS: Well, you know, as Mike said, I 

18 would venture to guess that the original projections 

19 were extremely low. I mean, within the first two years 

20 of collections after the expectation of the TIF, you 

21 could already see that we were going to exceed that 

22 $16,000,000 within a couple of years, let alone 22 

23 years. 
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1 So, at this point, we're here because 

2 statutorily we're required to increase the budget, so 

3 that we are able to continue funding projects such as 

4 Westinghouse High School, such as Alradia, 1 believe it 

5 is, Ryerson. Those are the Public Works and 

6 Improvements that are within the $50,000,000 line item. 

7 Those are already obligations we have incurred and would 

8 like to continue funding. 

9 MR. HOLMES: By the Board and the Park 

10 District and those other taxing entities? 

11 MR. HASTINGS: Right. 

12 MR. HOLMES: What statute mandates that? 

13 MR. HASTINGS: The State Statute. So, if we 

14 are going to continue funding those projects, we need 

15 that concession. 

16 MR. HOLMES: Okay. You were going down your 

17 list. 

18 MR. HASTINGS: Sure. Item Number 5 --

19 MS. CRAWFORD: I have a question. For the low 

20 income, for the affordable housing, fall under that 

21 split. I mean, it only went up to 10,000,000, and now 

22 it went up to 50. 

23 MR. HASTINGS: What we did was the direction 
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1 that I gave --

2 MS. CRAWFORD: Because I know the schools in 

3 the neighborhood have not been, the charter school's 

4 been getting money, and the new schools, but the public 

5 schools are not receiving that much. I mean, Ryerson 

6 got a little TIF money --

7 MR. HASTINGS: Well, actually, it's over, 

8 almost $40,000,000 for both schools in your area. So, I 

9 would say that it's important to remember these are 

10 projections. What we did was, we were doing our best 

11 guesstimate, and we looked at the original TIF main 

12 budget, we looked at the projections over the 23 year 

13 reflections. We increased these percentage-wise by line 

14 item, removing the Public and Improvements line item, 

15 because we already knew we had a 

16 -- plan for new schools that I just mentioned earlier. 

17 So, all the other line items should be 

18 fairly commensurate with the original budget, except for 

19 that one, because we have existing commitments, if that 

20 makes any sense. 

21 MS. CRAWFORD: So, the one for the schools, 

22 did that include new charter schools in there? 

23 MR. HASTINGS: We are not funding any charter 
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1 schools 

2 MS. CRAWFORD: All right. 

3 MR. HOLMES: But the existing public schools 

4 will be rehabilitated with these funds? The existing 

5 public schools will be rehabilitated out of these funds. 

6 MR. HASTINGS: We have three existing 

7 commitments within the Chicago/Central Park TIF for 

8 public schools, yes. 

9 MR. HOLMES: Rehabilitation. 

10 MR. HASTINGS: Yes. 

11 MS. MAREK: Which is the Westinghouse is the 

12 new --

13 MR. HASTINGS: Rehabilitate, Westinghouse is a 

14 new high school. 

15 MR. MAREK: It's a new facility which was 

16 partially paid for from this TIF. 

17 MR. HOLMES:. Okay. 

18 MS. CRAWFORD: So, what are the three existing 

19 schools, Ryerson and? 

20 MR. HASTINGS: Alradia Remington --

21 MS. CRAWFORD: And one more. You said three. 

22 MS. CARROLL: Three schools, but Westinghouse, 

23 it's a new school, a new building. 

LeGRAND REPORTING & VIDEO SERVICES 
Chicago & Roselle, Illinois - Miami & Orlando, Florida 

630-894-9389 1-800-219-1212 



22 

1 MS. CRAWFORD: No, I thought he said three 

2 existing, three schools to be rehabbed. 

3 MR. HASTINGS: I said three schools total, one 

4 new, and two existing. 

5 MS. CRAWFORD: Okay. 

6 MR. HEMMER: Okay. Item Number 5, that 

7 increased from 500,000 to 635,000. 

8 MR. HOLMES: How much relocation do you 

9 anticipate over the life of it? 

10 MR. HEMMER: Over the life of it? I don't 

11 know. 

12 MR. HASTINGS: Honestly, we don't anticipate 

13 any. We keep these, these are the statutory categories, 

14 so we keep these in here so we have the ability fund 

15 them in the future. If, for instance, we didn't have a 

16 Public Works line item, we would not be able to fund the 

17 schools that -- so we include each statutory category, 

18 with the best guess line item, more than anything it's a 

19 place for it. 

20 MR. HEMMER: I don't even think any relocation 

21 costs have been spent in, you know, currently. 

22 MR. HOLMES: That process does exist for the 

23 current residential, that residential property ownership 
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1 to go to the City and suggest that I'm in a TIF, and 

2 given the 

3 MR. HEMMER: Yes. 

4 MR. HOLMES: And there's not been any 

5 condemnation. 

6 MR. HASTINGS: That I don't know. I don't 

7 believe so. 

8 MR. HEMMER: As far as I know --

9 MR. HASTINGS: Not for residential. 

10 MR. HOLMES: Not for residential. Okay. 

11 MR. HEMMER: Item Number 6, the Job Training 

12 and Welfare-to-Work, increased from a million to 1.3. 

13 Item Number 7, the Daycare Services, 

14 increased from a million to 1.3. 

15 And Item Number 8, the Interest Subsidy, 

16 increased from 1.25 to 1.6. 

17 MS. CARROLL: So, I'm to understand that this 

18 is, we have changed circumstances. That the structure 

19 that the assessor has taxed these properties, I mean, 

20 for one part has changed, and therefore, there's just 

21 more likelihood of this amount coming in over the term 

22 of the TIF, correct? 

23 MR. HEMMER: I would say absolutely that it 
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1 appears, based on current assessment methods, and the 

2 growth that has occurred out there. And there has been 

3 some growth. It hasn't all been due to the assessor. 

4 But in looking at the area, and surveying, doing our 

5 field survey in the area, it wasn't a lot, it wasn't 

6 enough to explain this type of increment increase. 

7 Your current increment, by the way, is 

8 230, almost 235,000,000. So 1 that's been them, that was 

9 the '09 EAV. The estimated 2023 EAV then goes up to 

10 332. So, it, you know, again, there has been some 

11 growth. I think there's been some growth in property 

12 values. But again, based on what we see in the trend 

13 that seems to have occurred, that's what we feel. 

14 MS. CARROLL: And just to be clear, I mean, 

15 the factors, the blight, and the other TIF factors were 

16 already approved. We're just talking about specific 

17 budgetary issue and some changes to the drafting. 

18 MR. HEMMER: Just primarily wording changes, 

19 yes. Housing impact study and eligibility study are not 

20 being changed. 

21 MS. CARROLL: Okay. Ms. Crawford, do you have 

22 any questions, any questions at all? 

23 MS. CRAWFORD: No. 
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1 MR. HEMMER: Okay. I would say again, there 

2 aren't any substantial changes, other than these. 

3 MS. CARROLL: And does that conclude your 

4 presentation? 

5 MR. HEMMER: Yes, unless anyone has any 

6 questions. 

7 MS. CARROLL: Okay. Are there any questions 

8 for Mike, from the Board? Okay. 

9 MR. HEMMER: Thank you. 

10 MS. CARROLL: Thank you. If there are no 

11 further questions, I will entertain a motion that the 

12 Joint Review Board finds that the proposed 

13 Chicago/Central Park Tax Increment Financing 

14 Redevelopment Project Area, Amendment Number 2 1 

15 satisfies the Redevelopment Plan requirements under the 

16 TIF Act, the eligibility criteria defined in Section 11-

17 74.4-3 of the TIF Act, and the objectives of the TIF 

18 Act, and that based on such findings, approves such 

19 proposed plan amendment under the TIF Act. Is there a 

20 motion? 

21 

22 

23 

MS. PERALTA: So moved. 

MS. CARROLL: Is there a second? 

MR. HOLMES: Second. 
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1 MS. CARROLL: All right. All in favor, vote 

2 by saying aye. 

3 (Chorus of ayes.) 

4 MS. CARROLL: All opposed, say no? Let the 

5 record reflect that the Joint Review Board's approval of 

6 the proposed Chicago/Central Park Tax Increment 

7 Financing Redevelopment Project Area Amendment Number 2, 

8 under the TIF Act. And, is there a movement to adjourn? 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

MS. PERALTA: So moved. 

MR. HOLMES: Second. 

MS. CARROLL: This meeting is adjourned. 

(Whereupon the meeting adjourned at 10:40 

a.m.) 
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CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS 

O'HARE PLAZA 

8745 WEST HIGGINS ROAD, SUITE 200 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60631 

AREA CODE 3 I 2 263.2700 

INDEPENDENT AUDITOR'S REPORT 

We have audited the accompanying financial statements of the Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Project of the 
City of Chicago, Illinois, as of and for the year ended December 31, 2011, as listed in the table of contents. These 
financial statements are the responsibility of the City of Chicago's management. Our responsibility is to express an 
opinion on these financial statements based on our audit. 

We conducted our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America. 
Those standards require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the 
financial statements are free of material misstatement. An audit includes examining, on a test basis, evidence 
supporting the amounts and disclosures in the financial statements. An audit also includes assessing the 
accounting principles used and significant estimates made by management, as well as evaluating the overall 
financial statement presentation. We believe that our audit provides a reasonable basis for our opinion. 

As discussed in Note 1, the financial statements present only the Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Project and 
do not purport to, and do not present fairly the financial position of the City of Chicago, Illinois, as of December 31, 
2011, and the changes in its financial position for the year then ended in conformity with accounting principles 
generally accepted in the United States of America. 

In our opinion, the financial statements referred to above present fairly, in all material respects, the financial position 
of the Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Project of the City of Chicago, Illinois, as of December 31, 2011, and 
the changes in financial position thereof for the year then ended in conformity with accounting principles generally 
accepted in the United States of America. 

Accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America require that the management's discussion 
and analysis on pages 3 through 5 be presented to supplement the basic financial statements. Such information, 
although not a part of the basic financial statements, is required by the Governmental Accounting Standards Board, 
who considers it to be an essential part of financial reporting for placing the basic financial statements in an 
appropriate operational, economic, or historical context. We have applied certain limited procedures to the required 
supplementary information in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of 
America, which consisted of inquiries of management about the methods of preparing the information and 
comparing the information for consistency with management's responses to our inquiries, the basic financial 
statements, and other knowledge we obtained during our audit of the basic financial statements. We do not express 
an opinion or provide any assurance on the information because the limited procedures do not provide us with 
sufficient evidence to express an opinion or provide any assurance. 



The Honorable Rahm Emanuel, Mayor 
Members of the City Council 

- 2-

Our audit was conducted for the purpose of forming an opinion on the financial statements as a whole. The 
schedule of expenditures by statutory code on page 12 is presented for purposes of additional analysis and is not a 
required part of the financial statements. Such information is the responsibility of the City of Chicago's management 
and was derived from and relates directly to the underlying accounting and other records used to prepare the 
financial statements. The information has been subjected to the auditing procedures applied in the audit of the 
financial statements and certain additional procedures, including comparing and reconciling such information 
directly to the underlying accounting and other records used to prepare the financial statements or to the financial 
statements themselves, and other additional procedures in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted 
in the United States of America. In our opinion, the information is fairly stated in all material respects in relation to 
the financial statements as a whole. 

Certified Public Accountants 

June 20, 2012 
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MANAGEMENT'S DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS 
(UNAUDITED) 

3 

As management of the Chicago/Central Park Tax Increment Redevelopment Project Area (Project), we offer the 
readers of the Project's financial statements this narrative overview and analysis of the Project's financial 
performance for the year ended December 31, 2011. Please read it in conjunction with the Project's financial 
statements, which follow this section. 

Overview of the Financial Statements 

This discussion and analysis is intended to serve as an introduction to the Project's basic financial statements. 
The Project's basic financial statements include three components: 1) government-wide financial statements, 2) 
governmental fund financial statements, and 3) notes to the financial statements. This report also contains other 
supplementary information concerning the Project's expenditures by statutory code. 

Basic Financial Statements 

The basic financial statements include two kinds of financial statements that present different views of the 
Project- the Government-Wide Financial Statements and the Governmental Fund Financial Statements. These 
financial statements also include the notes to the financial statements that explain some of the information in the 
financial statements and provide more detail. 

Government-Wide Financial Statements 

The government-wide financial statements provide both long-term and short-term information about the Project's 
financial status and use accounting methods similar to those used by private-sector companies. The statement 
of net assets includes all of the project's assets and liabilities. All of the current year's revenues and expenses 
are accounted for in the statement of activities regardless of when cash is received or paid. The two 
government-wide statements report the Project's net assets and how they have changed. Net assets - the 
difference between the Project's assets and liabilities - is one way to measure the Project's financial health, or 
position. 

Governmental Fund Financial Statements 

The governmental fund financial statements provide more detailed information about the Project's significant 
funds - not the Project as a whole. Governmental funds focus on: 1) how cash and other financial assets can 
readily be converted to cash flows and 2) the year-end balances that are available for spending. Consequently, 
the governmental fund statements provide a detailed short-term view that helps determine whether there are 
more financial resources that can be spent in the near future to finance the Project. Because this information 
does not encompass the additional long-term focus of the government-wide statements, we provide additional 
information at the bottom of the statements to explain the relationship (or differences) between them. 
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Notes to the Financial Statements 

4 

The notes provide additional information that is essential to a full understanding of the data provided in the 
government-wide and governmental fund financial statements. The notes to the financial statements follow the 
basic financial statements. 

Other Supplementary Information 

In addition to the basic financial statements and accompanying notes, this report also presents a schedule of 
expenditures by statutory code. This supplementary information follows the notes to the financial statements. 

Condensed Comparative Financial Statements 

The condensed comparative financial statements are presented on the following page. 

Analysis of Overall Financial Position and Results of Operations 

Property tax revenue for the Project was $7,457,397 for the year. This was an increase of 24 percent over the prior 
year. The change in net assets (including other financing sources) produced a decrease in net assets of 
$2,019,027. The Project's net asset deficiency increased by 5 percent from the prior year making it necessary for 
$(39,952,683) to be funded in future years. 

Debt Administration 

General Obligation Bonds (Modern Schools Across Chicago Program) outstanding at December 31, 2011 
amounted to $107,920,000. More detailed information about the Project's long-term liabilities is presented in Note 2 
of the financial statements. 
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Total assets 

Total liabilities 

Total net assets (deficiency) 

Total revenues 

Total expenses 

Other financing sources 

Changes in net assets 

Ending net assets (deficiency) 

MANAGEMENT'S DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS 
(UNAUDITED) 

(Concluded) 

Government-Wide 

2011 2010 Change 

$ 74,581,963 $ 81,413,393 $ (6,831,430) 

114,534,646 119,347,049 (4,812,403) 

$ (39,952,683) $ (37,933,656) $ (2,019,027) 

$ 8,635,952 $ 6,119,731 $ 2,516,221 

18,155,030 16,754,386 1,400,644 

7,500,051 9,393,305 (1,893,254) 

(2,019,027) (1,241,350) (777,677) 

$ (39,952,683) $ (37,933,656) $ (2,019,027) 

5 

%Change 

-8% 

-4% 

-5% 

41% 

8% 

-20% 

-63% 

-5% 



CITY OF CHICAGO ILLINOIS 
CHICAGO/CENTRAL PARK REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 

STATEMENT OF NET ASSETS AND 
GOVERNMENTAL FUNDS BALANCE SHEET 

DECEMBER 31, 2011 

Cash and investments 

Property taxes receivable 

Accrued interest receivable 

I otal assets 

Vouchers payable 

Due to other City funds 

Accrued interest payable 

Other accrued liability 

Deferred revenue 

Bonds payable (Note 2): 
Due within one year 
Due after one year 

Total liabilities 

ASSETS 

LIABILITIES 

FUND BALANCE/NET ASSETS 

Fund balance: 
Committed for debt service 
Committed for future redevelopment 

project costs 

Total fund balance 

Total liabilities and fund balance 

Net assets (deficiency): 
Restricted for economic development projects 
Restricted for debt service 
Restricted for future redevelopment 

project costs 

Total net assets (deficiency) 

Governmental 
Funds 

$67,275,248 

7,169,900 

136,815 

$7 4,581,963 

$ 48,933 

80,636 

231,113 

6,661 

6,106,719 

6,474,062 

10,846,241 

57,261,660 

68,107,901 

$74,581,963 

Amounts reported for governmental activities in the statement of net assets are different because: 

Total fund balance- governmental funds 

Property tax revenue is recognized in the period for which levied rather than when 
"available". A portion of the deferred property tax revenue is not available. 

Long-term liabilities applicable to the Project's governmental activities are not due and 
payable in the current period and accordingly are not reported as fund liabilities. All 
long-term liabilities are reported in the statement of net assets. 

Total net assets (deficiency)- governmental activities 

The accompanying notes are an integral part of the financial statements. 

Adjustments 

$ 

$ 

$ 

(6,106,719} 

5,850,000 
108,317,303 

108,060,584 

(1 0,846,241) 

(57,261 ,660) 

(68,107,901) 

72,718 
11,076,530 

(51,101,931) 

$ (39,952,683) 
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Statement 
of 

Net Assets 

$ 67,275,248 

7,169,900 

136,815 

$ 74,581,963 

$ 48,933 

80,636 

231,113 

6,661 

5,850,000 
108,317,303 

114,534,646 

72,718 
11,076,530 

(51,101,931) 

$ (39,952,683) 

$ 68,107,901 

6,106,719 

(114,167,303) 

$ (39,952,683) 



CITY OF CHICAGO. ILLINOIS 
CHICAGO/CENTRAL PARK REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 

7 

STATEMENT OF ACTIVITIES AND GOVERNMENTAL FUNDS REVENUES, EXPENDITURES 
AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE 

FOR THE YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2011 

Governmental 
Funds Adjustments 

Revenues: 
Property tax $ 7,197,963 $ 259,434 
Interest 773,699 
Miscellaneous revenue 404,856 

Total revenues 8,376,518 259,434 

Expenditures/expenses: 
Economic development projects 13,172,579 

Debt service: 
Principal retirement 4,370,000 (4,370,000) 
Interest 5,423,418 (440,967) 

Total expenditures/expenses 22,965,997 (4,810,967) 

Excess of expenditures over revenues (14,589,479) 5,070,401 

Other financing sources: 
Operating transfers in (Note 3) 7,500,051 

Excess of expenditures over revenues 
and other financing sources (7,089,428) 7,089,428 

Change in net assets (2,019,027) 

Fund balance/net assets (deficiency): 
Beginning of year 75,197,329 (113,130,985) 

End of year $ 68,107,901 $ (108,060,584) 

Amounts reported for governmental activities in the statement of activities are different because: 

Net change in fund balance - governmental funds 

Property tax revenue is recognized in the period for which levied rather than when 
"available". A portion of the deferred property tax revenue is not available. 

Repayment of bond principal is reported as an expenditure in governmental funds 
and, thus, has the effect of reducing fund balance because current financial 
resources have been used. For governmental activities, however, the principal 
payments reduce the liabilities in the statement of net assets and do not result 
in an expense in the statement of activities. 

Premium received on the issuance of long-term debt is not accrued in governmental 
funds, but rather is amortized over the life fo the bonds. 

Change in net assets - governmental activities 

The accompanying notes are an integral part of the financial statements. 

Statement of 
Activities 

$ 7,457,397 
773,699 
404,856 

8,635,952 

13,172,579 

4,982,451 

18,155,030 

(9,519,078) 

7,500,051 

(2,019,027) 

(37,933,656) 

$ (39,952,683) 

$ (7,089,428) 

259,434 

4,370,000 

440,967 

$ (2,019,027) 



CITY OF CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 
CHICAGO/CENTRAL PARK REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 

NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 

Note 1 -Summary of Significant Accounting Policies 

(a) Reporting Entity 

8 

In February 2002, the City of Chicago (City) established the Chicago/Central Park Tax Increment 
Redevelopment Project Area (Project). The area has been established to finance improvements, 
leverage private investment and create and retain jobs. The Project is accounted for within the 
capital project, debt service and special revenue funds of the City. 

(b) Government-Wide and Fund Financial Statements 

The accompanying financial statements of the Project have been prepared in conformity with 
generally accepted accounting principles as prescribed by the Governmental Accounting Standards 
Board (GASB). Effective January 2011, GASB Statement No. 54, Fund Balance Reporting and 
Governmental Fund Type Definitions, was adopted to enhance the usefulness of fund balance 

. information by providing clearer fund balance classifications that can be more consistently applied, 
by eliminating the reserve component in favor of a restricted classification and by clarifying existing 
governmental fund type definitions. The "committed fund balance" classification is utilized where 
amounts are constrained to specific purposes by the City itself, using the highest level of decision­
making authority or City Council Ordinance. 

Previously, GASB Statement No. 34 (as amended) was implemented and included the following 
presentation: 

A Management Discussion and Analysis (MD&A) section providing an analysis of the 
Project's overall financial position and results of operations. 
Government-wide financial statements prepared using the economic resources 
measurement focus and the accrual basis of accounting for all the Project's activities. 
Fund financial statements, which focus on the Project's governmental funds current 
financial resources measurement focus. 

(c) Measurement Focus, Basis of Accounting and Financial Statements Presentation 

The government-wide financial statements are reported using the accrual basis of accounting. 
Revenues are recorded when earned and expenses are recorded when a liability is incurred 
regardless of the timing of related cash flows. Property taxes are recognized as revenues in the year 
for which they are levied. 

The governmental fund financial statements are prepared on the modified accrual basis of 
accounting with only current assets and liabilities included on the balance sheet. Under the modified 
accrual basis of accounting, revenues are recorded when susceptible to accrual, i.e., both 
measurable and available to finance expenditures of the current period. Available means collectible 
within the current period or soon enough thereafter to be used to pay liabilities of the current period. 
Property taxes are susceptible to accrual and recognized as a receivable in the year levied. 
Revenue recognition is deferred unless the taxes are received within 60 days subsequent to year­
end. Expenditures are recorded when the liability is incurred. 

Private-sector standards of accounting and financial reporting issued prior to December 1, 1989, 
generally are followed in government-wide financial statements to the extent that those standards do 
not conflict with or contradict guidance of the Governmental Accounting Standards Board. The City 
has elected not to follow subsequent private-sector guidance. 



CITY OF CHICAGO. ILLINOIS 
CHICAGO/CENTRAL PARK REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 

NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
(Continued) 

Note 1 -Summary of Significant Accounting Policies (Concluded) 
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The preparation of financial statements in conformity with accounting principles generally accepted in 
the United States of America requires management to make estimates and assumptions that affect 
the reported amounts of assets and liabilities and disclosure of contingent assets and liabilities at the 
date of the financial statements and the reported amounts of revenues and expenses during the 
reporting period. Accordingly, actual results could differ from these estimates. 

(d) Assets, Liabilities and Net Assets 

Cash and Investments 

Cash belonging to the City is generally deposited with the City Treasurer as required by the 
Municipal Code of Chicago. The City Comptroller issues warrants for authorized City expenditures 
which represent a claim for payment when presented to the City Treasurer. Payment for all City 
warrants clearing is made by checks drawn on the City's various operating bank accounts. 

The City Treasurer and City Comptroller share responsibility for investing in authorized investments. 
Interest earned on pooled investments is allocated to participating funds based upon their average 
combined cash and investment balances. 

The City values its investments at fair value or amortized cost. U.S. Government securities 
purchased at a price other than par with a maturity of less than one year are reported at amortized 
.cost. 

Capital Assets 

Capital assets are not capitalized in the governmental funds but, instead, are charged as current 
expenditures when purchased. The Government-wide financial statements (i.e., the statement of net 
assets and the statement of changes in net assets) of the City includes the capital assets and related 
depreciation, if any, of the Project in which ownership of the capital asset will remain with the City 
(i.e. infrastructure, or municipal building). All other construction will be expensed in both the 
government-wide financial statements and the governmental funds as the City nor Project will retain 
the right of ownership. 

(e) Stewardship, Compliance and Accountability 

Illinois Tax Increment Redevelopment Allocation Act Compliance 

The Project's expenditures include reimbursements for various eligible costs as described in 
subsection (q) of Section 11-74.4-3 of the Illinois Tax Increment Redevelopment Allocation Act and 
the Redevelopment Agreement relating specifically to the Project. Eligible costs include but are not 
limited to survey, property assembly, rehabilitation, public infrastructure, financing and relocation 
costs. 

Reimbursements 

Reimbursements, if any, are made to the developer for project costs, as public improvements are 
completed and pass City inspection. The semi-annual principal and interest payments are made 
solely from incremental real property taxes, which are paid in this redevelopment district and other 
contiguous redevelopment districts needed to fulfill the debt service requirements. 
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CITY OF CHICAGO. ILLINOIS 

CHICAGO/CENTRAL PARK REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 

Note 2 - Bonds Payable 

NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
(Continued) 

In January 2007, the City issued $70,125,000 of General Obligation Bonds (Modern Schools Across 
Chicago Program), Series 2007D at a premium. The bonds have interest rates ranging from 4.00 to 
5.00 percent and maturity dates ranging from December 1, 2008 to December 1, 2026. Net proceeds 
of $70,125,000 will be used to pay for a portion of the costs for construction, renovation, design and 
acquisition of elementary and high schools that are part of the school system operated by the Board of 
Education of the City of Chicago (the "Board") and refund certain outstanding obligations of the Board. 

In August 2010, the City issued $51,745,000 of General Obligation Bonds (Modern Schools Across 
Chicago Program), Series 2010A and Bat a premium. Series B bonds ($23,465,000) are Build America 
Bonds. The bonds have interest rates ranging from 3.00 percent to 5.364 percent and maturity dates 
ranging from December 1, 2011 to December 1, 2026. Net proceeds of $54,920,000 will be used to pay 
for a portion of the costs for construction, renovation, design and acquisition of elementary and high 
schools that are part of the school system operated by the Board. The bonds fund Phase II of the Modern 
Schools Across Chicago Program. 

Long-term liability activity for the year ended December 31, 2011 was as follows: 

Beginning balance 

Additions 
Reductions 

Subtotal 

Plus unamortized premium 

Ending balance 

Amounts due within one year 

The principal aggregate maturities of the bonds are as follows: 

Year Ending 
December 31, Series 2007 Series 201 OA 

2012 $ 4,210,000 $ 1,640,000 
2013 4,070,000 1,770,000 
2014 4,615,000 2,085,000 
2015 4,390,000 2,320,000 
2016 5,290,000 2,415,000 

2017-2021 26,140,000 12,730,000 
2022-2026 7,675,000 5,105,000 

Total $56.390.000 3128,065,000 

$112,290,000 

{4,370,000) 

107,920,000 

6,247,303 

$114,167.303 

$ 5.850.000 

Series 2010B Total 

$ 

5,860,000 
17,605,000 

$23,465,000 

$ 5,850,000 
5,840,000 
6,700,000 
6,710,000 
7,705,000 

44,730,000 
30,385,000 

$107,920.000 



_ CITY OF CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 
CHICAGO/CENTRAL PARK REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 

Note 2- Bonds Payable (Concluded) 

NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
(Concluded) 

The interest aggregate maturities of the bonds are as follows: 

Year Ending 
December 31, Series 2007 Series 201 OA 

2012 $ 2,773,350 $1,296,450 
2013 2,562,850 1,247,250 
2014 2,359,350 11176,450 
2015 2,174,750 1,079,550 
2016 1,955,250 963,550 

2017-2021 5,627,250 3,093,300 
2022-2026 991 750 458,500 

Total $18.444.550 $9.315.050 

Note 3- Operating Transfers In 

Series 201 OB 

$ 1,156,730 
1,156,730 
1,156,730 
1,156,730 
1 I 156,730 
5,571,196 
2,767,846 

$14.122.692 
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Total 

$ 5,226,530 
4,966,830 
4,692,530 
4,411,030 
4,075,530 

14,291,746 
4,218,096 

$41,882.292 

During 2011, in accordance with State statutes, the Project received $6,051,130 from four contiguous 
Redevelopment Projects (Midwest $1,330,052, Kinzie Industrial Corridor $2,889,023, Pulaski Corridor 
$757,836 and Northwest Industrial Corridor $1,074,219) to fund debt service for Phase I of the Modern 
Schools Across Chicago Bonds, Series 2007. In addition, in accordance with State statutes, the Project 
received $1,448,921 from two contiguous Redevelopment Projects (Midwest $314,386 and Kinzie 
Industrial Corridor $1,134,535) to fund debt service for Phase II of the Modern Schools Across Chicago 
Bonds, Series 2010. 

Note 4 - Commitments 

The City has pledged certain amounts solely from available excess incremental taxes to provide financial 
assistance to a developer under the terms of a redevelopment agreement for the purpose of paying costs 
of certain eligible redevelopment project costs. 

As of December 31, 2011 the Project has entered into contracts for approximately $429,000 for services 
and construction projects. 
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CITY OF CHICAGO. ILLINOIS 
CHICAGO/CENTRAL PARK REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 

SCHEDULE OF EXPENDITURES BY STATUTORY CODE 

Costs of studies, surveys, development of plans and 
specifications, implementation and administration 
of the redevelopment plan including but not 
limited to staff and professional service costs 
for architectural, engineering, legal, marketing 

Costs of rehabilitation, reconstruction or repair or 
remodeling of existing public or private buildings 
and fixtures 

Costs of the construction of public works or 
improvements 

Costs of financing, including but not limited to all 
necessary and incidental expenses related to the 
issuance of obligations and which may include 
payment of interest on any obligations issued 
hereunder accruing during the estimated period of 
construction of any redevelopment project for 
which such obligations are issued and for not 
exceeding 36 months thereafter and including 
reasonable reserves related thereto 
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$ 294,384 

982,520 

11,895,675 

9,793,418 

$ 22,965,997 



ATTACHMENT L 

BANSLEY AND KIENER, L.L.P. 
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS 

ESTABLISHED I 922 

O'HARE PLAZA 8745 WEST HIGGINS ROAD SUITE 200 CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60631 31 2.263.2700 FAX 31 2.263.6935 WWW.BK-CPA.COM 

INDEPENDENT AUDITOR'S REPORT 

The Honorable Rahm Emanuel, Mayor 
Members of the City Council 
City of Chicago, Illinois 

We have audited, in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America, the 
statement of net assets and governmental funds balance sheet of Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Project of 
the City of Chicago, Illinois as of December 31, 2011, and the related statement of activities and governmental 
funds revenues, expenditures and changes in fund balance for the year then ended, and have issued our report 
thereon dated June 20, 2012. 

In connection with our audit, nothing came to our attention that caused us to believethat the Project failed to comply 
with the regulatory provisions in Subsection (q) of Section 11-74.4-3 of the Illinois Tax Increment Allocation 
Redevelopment Act and Subsection (o) of Section 11-74.6-10 of the Illinois Industrial Jobs Recovery Law as they 
relate to the eligibility for costs incurred incidental to the implementation of the Chicago/Central Park 
Redevelopment Project of the City of Chicago, Illinois. 

This report is intended for the information of the City of Chicago's management. However, this report is a matter of 
public record, and its distribution is not limited. 

June 20, 2012 

Certified Public Accountants 

MEMBERS: AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF CPA's • ILLINOIS CPA SOCIETY 

AN INDEPENDENT FIRM ASSOCIATED WITH MOORE STEPHENS 

®~458 



INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENTS 
FY 2011 

ATTACHMENT M 

A list of all intergovernmental agreements in effect in FY 2011 to which the municipality is a part, and an accounting of any 
money transferred or received by the municipality during that fiscal year pursuant to those intergovernmental agreements. [6 
ILCS 5/11-74.4-5 (d) (10)] 

Name of Agreement Description of Agreement 
Amount 

Amount Received 
Transferred Out 

AI Raby High School Improvements to school 11,895,675 

FY 2011 TIF Name: Chicago/Central Park Redevelopment Project Area 
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